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The s t u d y  which f o l l o w s  i c  concerned w i t h  a  p r e d o m i n ~ n t l y  
work ing  c l a s s  movement f o r  d e m o c r n t i c  r i g h t s .  I t  a n a l y z e s  t h e  
economic, socia l . ,  and p o l i t i c a l  c h s r o c t e r  o f  t h e  movement f o r  
t h e  P e o p l e ' s  C h a r t e r  a s  it evolveci i n  L a n c a s h i r e ,  Eneland Aur ing  
1 8 4 2 .  The C h a r t e r  embodied s i x  baf l ic  demandfi: ( 1  ) U n i v e r s a l  
manhood s u f f r a g e ;  ( 2 )  Payment o f  Members o f  P a r l i a m e n t ;  (3) 
Annual P ~ y l i a m e n t s :  ( 4 )  Vote by b a l l o t ;  ( 5 )  Equa l  e l e c t o r a l  d i e -  
t r i c t s ;  and ( 6 )  A b o l i t i o n  o f  p r o p e r t y  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  f o r  c a n d i -  
d e t e s .  I n  a n a l y z i n g  C h a r t i s m ,  we have a t t empted  t o  m a i n t u i n  a 
b a l a n c e  between t h e o r e t i c a l  i s s u e s  i n  t h e  s t u d y  of r f l d i c a l  c o l -  
l e c t i v e  c o n t e n t i o n  and h i s t o r i c ~ l  onea  a b o u t  t h e  o v e r a l l  n a t u r e  
o f  Cher t i sm.  We have t r i e d .  t o  m e i n t n i n  t h e  ~ c t i v e ,  h i s t o r i c ~ l  
v o i c e  o f  t h e  p a r t i c i p a n t s  th rough  e x t e n s i v e  q u o t a t i o n  w h j l e  
* Mv i n t e l l ~ c t u a l  d e h t  t o  ChuI'lefi T i l l y  w i l l  h e  ohvioufi 
t h r o u g h o u t ,  h u t  I would n l s o  l i k e  t o  r e c o g n i z e  my p e r s o n a l  one 
a s  w e l l .  My f r i e n d  Yousuef C o h ~ n  took  t i m e  from h i s  own d e m ~ n d i n g  
c h o r e s  t o  h e l p  me o u t  o f  some l a b y r i n t h i n e  d i f f i c u l t i e s .  L inda  
i s  q c t u a l l y  a c o a u t h o r  and much, much more. L a o t  b u t  n o t  l e a s t ,  
t h e  Soc io logv  Depflrtment o f  The U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Michigan p r o v i d e d  
e s s e n t i a l  f i n n n c i n l  s u p p o r t  d u r i n g  t h e  comple t ion  o f  t h i n  s t u d y .  
Hopefu l ly ,  t h e  combina t ion  o f  d i n c o u r s e s  r e a u l t s  i n  an  a c c u r a t e  
and c o n v i n c l n a  c ~ u a a l  e x p l a n a t i o n  o f  Char t i sm w i t h o u t ,  however,  
s a c r i f i c i n ~  t h e  more p e r n o n a l  ~ n d  c o n t i n g e n t  drnmas it i n v o l v e d .  
The n e e  o f  " P o l i t i c a l  Economv" i n  t h e  t i t l e  i s  n o t  meant t o  
b e  f a s h i o n a b l e .  R a t h e r ,  it sums up t h e  two l e v e l s  o f  s o c l ~ l  
phenomena t h ~ t  a r e  most s i g n i f i c a n t  f o r  b o t h  e x p l a i n i n g  and 
u n d e r s t a n d i n g  L a n c a s h i r e  Char t i sm.  The o v e r ~ l l  argument u n f o l d s  
by moving from s t r u c t r l r n l  economic f a c t o r s  t h r o u g h  more immediate  
c o n j u n c t u r a l  ones  t o  p o l i t i c a l  p r o c e s s e s  and a c t i o n s .  Each 
movcment d e f i n e s  a c r i t i c a l  and s i r r n i f i c n n t  r a n g e  o f  phenomena 
f o r  t h e  e x p l n n ~ t i o n  o f  Char t i sm.  They do s o ,  however, i n  t e r m s  
o f  an  i n c r e a s i n g  l e v e l  o f  e x p l e n e t o r y  adequacy w i t h  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  
d imension be ing  t h e  most i n f o r m a t i v e .  S t r u c t u r e  d e f i n e s  t h e  
rea lm o f  s i ~ n i f i c n n t  n c t o r s ,  c o n f l i c t  exeo,  and m o d a l i t i e s  o f  
c o n t e n t i o n .  C o n j u n c t u r ~ l  f a c t o r s  o p e r a t e  p r i m a r i l y  by c r e a t i n g  
s p e c i f i c  conflicts and t y p e s  o f  r e l a t i o n s  between t h o s e  a c t o r s .  
F i n a l l y ,  p o l i t i c a l  c i r c u m s t ~ n c e s  and a c t i o n s  i n f l u e n c e  l e v e l s  
o f  c o n t e n t i o n  th rough  t h e i r  e f f e c t  on m o b i l i z ~ t i o n  and demohi l i ea -  
t i o n .  Ye t ,  none o f  t h e s e  l e v e l s  o r  d imens ions  can  b e  n c c u r a t e l y  
unde r s tood  o r  e x p l a i n e d  w i t h o u t  t h e  o t h e r s .  S t n i c t u r e s ,  n i t u a -  
t i o n s  and s e l f - c o n s c i o u s  p o l i t i c e l  a c t i o n s  w r r e  a l l  p a r t s  of 
~ h f l r t b t  c o n t e n t i o n  i n  1842 L a n c a o h i r e .  
The re  mre t h r e e  b rosd  movements i n  t h i a  p o r t i o n  o f  t h e  
pppe r .  The f i r s t  u s e s  t h e  worka of N e i l  S m e l ~ e r  and ~ r l . s d r j . c h  
E n e e l s  t o  p r e a e n t  two c o n e r a l l y  advanced and c o n f l i c t l n ~  
h i o t o r i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s  o f  t h e  nn t l r r e  and dynnmice o f  
c h a r t i s m . '  The second d e v e l o p s  t h e  i m p l i c i t  t h e o r e t i c n l  per-  
s p e c t i v e s  c o n t a i n e d  i n  t h e s e  interpretations. The f innl .  one  
r e v o l v e s  a round .  t h e  a u h s t ~ n t i v e  e v n l ~ i a t i o n  o f  t h e i r  r e ~ p e c t i v e  
e x p l a n a t o r y  m e r i t s  and t h e  p r e s e n t a t i o n  o f  R more f u l l y  . 
deve loped  e x p l a n ~ t i o n  o f  L a n c a s h i r e  C h a r t i s m .  E n n e n t i n l l y ,  
we move from t h e  s p e c i f i c s  o f  h i ~ t o r i c a l  i n t e r p r e t ~ t i o n a  t h r o u c h  
t h e  t h e o r e t i . c a 1  i s s u e s  and p r o h l e m n t i c a  embedded i n  them and,  
f i n a l l y ,  t o  t h e  i s s u e  o f  t h e i r  t h e o r e t i c n l - h l s t o r i c n l  axplnna-  
t o r y  adequacy.  Our o v e r a l l  pu rpoae  i s  t o  p r o v i d e  P comp?ra t ive ,  
h i s t o r i c a l - t h e o r e t i c  e x n l a n n t i o n  o f  b n n c n a h i r e  Chnr t is rn  i n  1842.  
N e i l  S m e l s e r ' a  S o c i a l  Change and t h e  I n d u a t r i a l  H e v o l i ~ t i o n  
i s  a  s e l f - c o n s c i o u s  a t t e m p t  t o  expl.nin t h e  dynamica o f  t h e  
i n d u e t r i a l  r e v o l u t i o n  w i t h i n  n n t r u c t u r a l - f u n c t i o n a l  t h e o r y .  
I am n o t  concerned w i t h  t h e  o v e r a l l  adequacy o f   hi^ n n n l y s l n .  
My i n t e r e s t  i~ w i t h  h i s  e x p l a n a t i o n  o f  t h e  " p o l i t i c a l  t u r m o i l "  
h e  s e e 8  Char t i am a s  r e p r e s e n t i n g .  S m e l s e r ' a  b a n i c  ergument i n  
t h a t  u r b a n i z n t i o n  and i n d u s t r i a l i z e t i o n  l e d  t o  t h e  d i s r u p t i o n  
o f  t h e  t r a d i t i o n e l ,  f a r n i l i n 1  economy o f  t h e  work ine  c l a e ~ .  
The d i s r u p t i o n  caused by t h e e e  b a a i c  p r o c e o a e s  o f  ~ o c i a l  chance  
" . . . u n d e r l a y  much o f  t h e  t u r m o i l  nmong o p e r a t i v e 8  and o t h e r s  
2 between 1825 and 1P5C." Srnelser emphasizes  hovr t h e  
t r m ~ l s i t i o n  t o  modern, u r b a n - i n d u s t r i a l  '&&land generated 
" s t r a i n s  and t e n s i o n s "  which were then  expressed i n  r a d i c a l  
c o l l e c t i v e  "movements" such a s  Chartism: 
I n  t h e  l a t e  1830's  and 184@'n, . . . the s p i n n e r s '  and 
o t h e r  f a c t o r y  o p e r a t i v e s '  involvement i n  s o c i a l  
exp los ions  was l i m i t e d ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  when compared 
wi th  t h e i r  a c t i v i t i e s  i n  t h e  e a r l y  1830's  [i .e. ,  
t h e l r  t r a n s i t i o n a l  per iod  end t h e  excess ive  a c t i v i t i e s  
of  o t h e r  groups i n  1837- 2 2 .  One important  reason f o r  
t h i s  18  t h a t  t h e  f a c t o r y  o p e r a t i v e s  were g r ~ d u a l l y  
approaching t h e  completion of  a  sequence of  d i f f e r e n -  
t i a t i o n  whereby t h e i r  fami ly  and community s t r u c t u r e  
was e n t e r i n g  t h e  i n d u s t r i d  era on a new b a s i s .  By 
Cont ras t . .  . t h e  weavers and r e l a t e d  eroups (1. e. ,  t h o s e  
i n  t h e i r  t r  s i t i o n a l  phanej were grasp ing  f o r  t h e j r  
very l i f e .  B" 
Once t h e  t r a n s i t i o n ~ l  s t r e i n s  of  u r b a n i z a t i o n  and i n d u s t r i n l i z a -  
t i o n  had passed and workers had been i n t e g r a t e d  i n t o  urban- 
i n d u f l t r i ~ l  s o c i e t y ,  "v ieorous  p o l i t i c a l  tu rmoi l " ,  even i n  "years  
o f  unevployment and d i s t r e s s "  l i k e  1842, was u n l i k e l y .  4 
Engels  p a i n t o  a  very d i f f e r e n t  p i c t u r e  o f  t h e  s o c i a l  b a s i s  
and dynamics of  C h a r t i s t  c o n t e n t i o n .  He makes no mention of  
u r b a n i z a t i o n  o r  i n d u a t r i n l i z a t i o n ,  o f  t r a n s i t i o n a l  s t r a i n s  o r  
 disruption^^. I n s t e a d ,  he p o i n t s  t o  t h e  f ~ c t o r y  workers of  
i n d u s t r i a l  c a p i t a l i s m ,  t h e i r  urban l o c a t i o n ,  and t h e  conseouent 
c l ~ s s  c o n f l i c t s  of  i n t e r e s t  between 'them and t h e i r  c a p i t a l i s t  
t h e  workers employed i n  m n n u f ~ c t u r e  a r e  won f o r . . .  
r e s i s t a n c e  t o  c a p i t n l  and b o u r ~ e o i a i e ,  and a l l  a r e  
un i ted  upon t h i s  p o i n t ,  t h a t  they ,  8s working-men ..., 
form a  s e p a r a t e  c l a s s ,  wi th  s e p ~ r a t e  i n t e r e s t s  and 
p r l n c i p l r f l ,  wi th  a  s e p a r a t e  way of  look in^ a t  t h  nee 
i n  c o n t r a s t  w i t h  t h a t  of  dl property-owners.. .  . $ 
Enrrela g i v r e  t h e  d i s t i n c t  impression t h a t  i t  was " i n t e ~ r n -  
t i o n "  i n t o  t h e  urban, i n d u s t r i a l  c a p i t a l i s t  o r d e r  t h ~ t  de tenninrd  
l e v e l s  of  C h a r t i s t  con ten t ion .  Whereas Smeleer e m p h ~ s i e e a  
p r o l e t a r i a n i z a t i o n  ( t h e  workine c l a s s  a i d e  of  i n d u e t r i a l i e a t i o n )  
a s  t h e  s o c i a l  backrrround f o r  Chartiam, Fhge ls  s t r e s s e s  
p r o l e t a r i n n i s m .  I n  f a a t ,  M a n  o f f e r s  a  d i r e c t  c h a l l e n ~ e  t o  
Smelser ' s  t y p e  of  areument i n  C a p i t a l  when he AayE t h a t  "As soon 
ss t h e  workincc c l a s s ,  stunned ~t f i r n t  by t h e  no ine  and t u r m o i l  
o f  t h e  new uystem'of p roduc t ion ,  had recovered i ts  sensen t o  
some e x t e n t ,  i t  beean t o  o f f e r  r e e i e t e n c e . .  . . ' I 6  This  argument 
i s  t h e  r e v e r s e  of  Smelser ' s .  It s e e s  t h e  t r e n a i t i o n  t o  indus-  
t r i a l  employment me a  per iod  of  r e l a t i v e  q u i e t  i n  terms of  
worker con ten t ion .  
E n ~ e l s '  m d  Smelser ' s  d i f f e r e n c e s  on t h e  r o l e  of  f a c t o r y  
workers i n  C h a r t i s t  con ten t ion  a r e  i n d i c a t i v e  of  a  more funda- 
mental s p l i t .  It i n v o l v e s  t h e  more g e n e r a l  problem of  t h e  
n a t u r e  of s o c i e t y  m d  c o l l e c t i v e  c o n t e n t i o n t s  r e l a t i o n  t o  i t .  
employern: 
Smelser ' s  nrgl~menta about  C h ~ r t i ~ m  a r e  most d i f f e r e n t  from 
The f a c t o r y  o p e r a t i v e s ,  and e s p e c i a l l y  t h o s e  of  t h e  
c o t t o n  d i s t r i c t ,  form t h e  nuc leus  of t h e  l a b o r  move- 
ment. Lancaahire ,  and e s p e c i a l l y  Mancheater, i s  t h e  
s e a t  of  t h e  most powerful Unions, t h e  c e n t r a l  p o i n t  
of  C h ~ r t i s m . . . .  The more t h e  f a c t o r y  system h a s  t aken  
possess ion  of  a branch of i n d a s t r y ,  t h e  more t h e  
working-men employed i n  it p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  t h e  l a b o r  
movement; t h e  s h ~ r p e r  t h e  o p p o s i t i o n  between working- 
men and c a p i t a l i s t s .  t h e  c l e n r e r  t h e  p r o l e t a r i a n  
conscio**sness  i n  t h e  working-men.. . , i n  e e n e r a l ,  al.1 
Enae ls '  i n  t h e i r  emphasis on ~ 0 c i a l  chnnge a s  itfl h a s i c  d s t e r -  
minant.  The emphasis on change i s  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  of  u wide 
ranae  of  "socl  a1 mobi l izn t ion"  t h e o r i e ~  of  r a d i ~ ~ l  c o l l e c t i v e  
c o n t e n t i o n .  By b r i e f l y  probinf: t h e  t h e o r e t i c a l  asar~mptionn 
behind Smelser ' s  a r ~ u m e n t ,  we w i l l  be nb le  t o  s i t u ~ t e  o u r  ..- 
a n a l y s i s  of  Chnrtism i n  terms of  a  b a s i c  d i s p u t e  about c o l l e c -  . 1 
t i v e  con ten t ion  and t h e  n a t u r e  of  s o c i e t y .  Of course,  evidence 
t 
i 
one way o r  ano ther  about Lancash i re  Chartism i n  1842 cannot 
f i n a l l y  r e s o l v e  t h e  d i s p u t e ,  bu t  i t  can i n d i c a t e  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  
such a  r e s o l u t i o n  i s  l i k e l f  t o  t a k e .  
I f  we t a k e  t h e  s l i p p e r y  n o t i o n  of  " s t r a i n s  and tens ions t1  
t o  be t h e  r o u ~ h  e q u i v a l e n t  of  t h e  h a r d l y  l e s s  s l i p p e r y  one of 
" s o c i a l  c o n t r a d i c t i o n a ~ ,  t h e n  we w i l l  n o t i c e  a  s l j e h t  conver- 
gence between Smelser ' s  s t r u c t u r a l - f u n c t i o n a l  arguments about  
r a d i c a l  con ten t ion  and t h o s e  of  Marxists .  Smelser,  l i k e  most 
Marxiste ,  does i d e n t i f y  i n c r e a s e s  i n  r a d i c a l  c o n t e n t i o n  w i t h  
e o c i a l  con t r r id ic t ions .  Contrary t o  Marxists ,  however, he does 
no t  then look t o  s t r u c t u r d .  C ~ R R ~  con t r r?d ic t ions  f o r  h i s  
exp lana t ion .  I n s t e a d ,  h i e  s e a r c h  f o r  exp lana t ion8  immediately 
t u r n s  t o , p r o c e s e e s  of  s t r u c t u r a l  change nuch a s  u r b a n i z a t i o n  
and i n d u o t r i a l i z a t i o n .  The b a s i c  reason behind t h i s  t u r n  t o  
change i s  t h a t  Smelser 'e  o v e r a l l  concept ion of  s o c i e t y  s e e s  i t  
a s  an i n t e g r a t e d ,  non-contradictory and fllndamentally c o n a e n s u ~ l  
system. I f  i n c r e a s i n g  r a d i o a l  c o l l e c t i v e  c o n t e n t i o n  i s ,  a s  
Smeleer a rgues ,  t h e  r e s u l t  o f  s o c i e t a l  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s   trains 
and t e n s i o n s )  and i f  s o c i e t i e s  a r e  b a s i c a l l y  non-cont rad jc tory  
aystems, then  t h e  exp lana t ion  f o r  t h e  c o n t e n t i o n  must somehow 
l i e  o u t s i d e  of  t h e  s o c i a l  system. Smelser l s  i d r n t i f i c a t i o n  of  
marginal ,  t r o n e i t i o n ~ l  o r  nonin tegra ted  groups a s  t h e  backbone 
of  C h a r t i s t  con ten t ion  i s  t h e  c o r o l l a r y  of  t h e s e  arguments. 
What a p p l i e s  t o  groups a l s o  a p p l i e s  t o  s o c i e t i e s :  because,  
i n  f u n c t i o n a l  theory ,  s t r u c t u r a l  e o c i a l  change i s  t h e  r e s u l t  of  
R s o c i a l  sys tem's  l a c k  of i n t e g r a t i o n .  That is ,  s o c i ~ l  change 
c h a r ~ c t e r i z e e  a  e o c i a l  System i n  Cont rad ic t ion  and i n  t r a n s i t j o n .  
The t h e o r e t i c a l - h i s t o r i c a l  p e r s p e c t i v e  involved h e r e  l a  
e s s e n t i a l l y  s t n l c t u r d - t y p o l o g i c a l .  U r b ~ n i Z ~ t i o n  and indus-  
t r i a l i z a t i o n  a r e  t h e  t r a n s i t i o n ~ l  p rocesses  l i n k i n g  r u r n l ,  pre-  
i n d u s t r i a l  s o c i e t y  t o  urban,  i n d u s t r i a l  e o c i e t y .  S o c i e t i e n  
m ~ k i n ~  t h i s  t r a n s i t i o n  a r e  s i m i l a r  t o  groups c ~ u g h t  up i n  i t .  
They a r e  i n  a  nonin tegra ted ,  c o n t r a d i c t o r y  s t a t e - - p a r t  r u r n l -  
a g r a r i a n ,  p ~ r t  u r b e n - i n d u s t r i a l .  They a r e  i n  a  t r a n s i t i o n ~ l  
phase between two d i s t i n c t  S t ~ c t u r d l  ord.era. Hence, t h e  well.- 
known arcument t h a t  t r a n n i t i o n a l  e o c i e t i e e  e r e  much more prone 
t o  r a d i c a l  con ten t ion  t h a n  e i t h e r  t r a d i t i o n a l  o r  modern ones.  
I n  t h e  c a s e  of  both groups and s o c i e t i e s ,  t h e  c r i t i c a l  
v a r i a b l e s  account ing  f o r  r a d i c a l  c o l l e c t i v e  con ten t ion  a r e  then  
t h e  proceases  of  s o c i a l  change, because chenee i s  both t h e  
consequence of  and t h e  producer  of  m a l i n t e a r ~ t i o n  and c o n t m -  
d i c t i o n .  It l a ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  R p o p u l a t i o n ' s  o r  s o c i e t y ' s  r e l a t i o n  
t o  p rocesses  o f  s t r u c t u r a l  change t h a t  d e f i n e s  i t s  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  
r a d i c a l  c o l l e c t i v e  c o n t e n t i o n .  Once t h i s  r e l n t i o n  aneps, 8s 
Smelser  a rgues  it d id  f o r  f a c t o r y  workers i n  t h e  l a t e  183C'8, 
t h e  group o r  s o c i e t y  censes  t o  be t r a n s i t i o n a l ;  and, consequently,  
i t s  propens i ty  f o r  r a d i c a l  c o n t e n t i o n  r a p i d l y  d e c l i n e s .  I t  h a s  
t h e n  en te red  nn i n t e g r ~ t e d  and n o n - c o n t r a d i c t o q  a t n t e . '  Smelser 
sums t h i s  up when he says :  
It seems t o  me t h a t  it i s  l e s s  embnrrassing 
a n a l y t i c a l l y  t o  i n t e r p r e t  c a s e s  of  o u t r i g h t  
c o n f l j c t  between t h e  c l a s s e s  a s  d in turbed  r e a c t i o n s  
t o  s p e c i f i c  s t r u c t u r a l  p r e s s u r e s  r ~ t h e r  than  a s  t h e  
manifc a t i o n s  of  a permanent s t a t e  of  W A ~  between 
t h e n .  '!Emphasis added ) 
One f i n a l  comment on t h e  t h e o r e t i c a l  i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  
S m e l s e r t s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of  Chartism i s  necessary  b e f o r e  we 
move on t o  a  b r i e f e r  d i s c u s s i o n  of  Enge ls '  view. Smelser  does 
no t  only s e e  a  p o p u l a t i o n ' s  r e l a t i o n  t o  s o c i a l  change as d e t e r -  
mining i t s  propens i ty  f o r  r a d i c a l  con ten t ion .  Ile n l s o  pees 
r a d i c a l  con ten t ion  a8 be ing  A m d ~ m e n t ~ l l y  about  s o c i a l  change. 
Moreover, s i n c e  s o c i a l  change is a s t n l c t u r a l ,  sys temic  process  
of  t r a n s i t i o n a l  develovment, r a d i c d  c o l l e c t i v e  c o n t e n t i o n  i s  
i n t e r p r e t e d  a s  a  l a r g e l y  r e e c t i o n a r y  o r  backward-looking 
phenomenon. Support f o r  movements such a s  Chartism a r i s e s  
"...among groups under  p r e s s u r e  ..." i . e . ,  from s t r u c t u r a l  
change , ". . . the  aims of  which a r e  t o  eafeeuard o r  r e s t o r e  t h o s e  
elements  of  t h e  d i v i s i o n  of l a b o u r  which e r e  d i r e c t l y  under  
p r e ~ s u r e . " ~  The h i s t o r i a n  Ki t son  Clark,  who s h a r e s  ~ m e l e e r ' b  
emphasis on u r b a n i z a t i o n  end i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  a s  t h e  c r i t i c a l  
f a c t o r s  d e f i n i n g  working c l a s s  con ten t ion ,  c o n c r e t i z e s  t h i s  
argument i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  Chartism: 
What t h e  C h a r t i s t s  d e s i r e d  was no doubt t o  r e t u r n  
t o  a  s o c i e t y  of  smal l  masters  and s k i l l e d  c r ~ f t s m e n ,  
o r  n t  l e a s t  a  s t a y  t o  t h e  development of  l ~ r g e  
f a c t o r i e s  nnd h igh  c a p i t a l i s m . .  . .lC 
I n  s h o r t ,  t h e  con ten t ion  i s  n o t  between groups m d  c l a o s e s  o v e r  
t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of  s o c i a l  r e s o u r c e s  b u t  betneen groups and t h e  
processes  of  s t r u c t u r a l  change themselves.  A form of  s t r u g ~ l e  
and conten t ion  which perhaps only Don Q u i x o t e  could completely 
und e r s t  and . 
Enae ls '  v i e i o n  i s  obviously of n  r a d i c a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  k ind .  
I n t e a r a t i o n  i n t o  t h e  urban, i n d u s t r i a l  c a p i t a l i s t  o r d e r  i s  
f o r  him s imul taneous ly  i n t e g r a t i o n  i n t o  a  c o n t r a d i c t o r y ,  c l a s s  
c o n f l i c t u a l  s o c i e t y .  These s t r u c t u r e d  c l a s s  c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  
a r e  t h e  axes around which c o l l e c t i v e  c o n t e n t i o n  c r y s t a l l i z e s .  
The conten t ion  i e  between i d e n t i f i a b l e  c l a o e e s  locked i n t o  
r e l a t i v e l y  p e r s i s t e n t  r e l n t i o n s  of c o n f l i c t  o v e r  s o c i n l  resourcee .  
Engels  would a g r e e  with Smelser  t h a t  t h e  f a c t o r y  worker o f  t h e  
l a t e  1030's  and e a r l y  184C'e was i n t e g r a t e d  i n t o  i n d u s t r i a l  
c a p i t a l i s t  s o c i e t y .  This  i n t e g r a t i o n  did n o t ,  however, s i g n a l  
t h e  end of  a  c o n t e n t i o u s  t r a n s i t i o n a l  per iod  b u t  marked t h e  
b e ~ i n n i n g  of p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  e c l a s s  r e l a t e d  t o  o t h e r  c l n e s e ~  
bv s t r u c t u r e d  c o n f l i c t s  of  i n t e r e s t .  A s  t h a t  p a r t i c i p n t i o n  
i n c r e a s e s ,  i n t r a c l a s s  bonds s t r e n g t h e n ,  i n t e r c l ~ s s  i n t e r e s t  
c o n f l i c t s  c l a r i f y ,  and c o l l e c t i v e  con ten t ion  expands. I t  i~ 
everyday involvement i n  i n d u f l t r i n l  c a p i t a l i s t  s o c i e t y  which 
l renerates  i n t r a c l a s s  s o l i d e r i t y  mnd i n t e r c l e ~ s  c o n f l i c t .  The 
a r ~ u m e n t  emphasizes c l a s s  m o b i l i z a t i o n  r a t h e r  than R O C ~ R ~  
m o b i l i z a t i o n ,  c l a s s  based c o n f l i c t s  of  i n t e r e s t  r a t h e r  than 
s t r q g a l e s  a g a i n s t  s o c i a l  p rocesses  a s  t h e  keys t o  unders tand ing  
r a d i c a l  c o l l e c t i v e  con ten t ion .  We s h a l l  have more t o  say about  
t h i s  t h e o r y  I n t e r ;  f o r  now, i t s  d i f f e r e n c e s  with S m e l e e r ' ~  a r e  
apparen t  enough. 
Havine d i s t i n a u i s h e d  two a l t e r n a t i v e  i n t e r p r e t ~ t l o n a  o f  
Chartism and r e l a t e d  them t o  t h e i r  t h e o r e t i c a l  bases ,  we now 
t u r n  t o  t h e  t h i r d ,  most impor tan t  p a r t  o f  t h i s  s e c t i o n .  From 
now on, we w i l l  be concerned.with t h e  empi r icn l  e v a l u ~ t i o n  of  
t h e e e  oppofied t h e o r i e s  and with t h e  development of  R compl.ete 
explana t ion  f o r  C h a r t i s t  con ten t ion .  F i r s t ,  however, a  few 
r e v a r k s  about t h e  d a t a  on wMd1 t h i s  18 based.  The socio-  
econovic d a t a  i s  t ~ k e n  from t h e  u s u a l  sources :  t h e  Censun, 
Factory I n s p e c t o r s t  r e p o r t s ,  and vur ious  secondary s o u r c e s  
which I w i l l  i d e n t i f y  ~t t h e  a p p r o p r i a t e  p o i n t s  i n  t h e  d i scus-  
s i o n .  Aa such, t h i s  in format ion  r e q u i r e 8  no d l a c u s ~ i o n .  The 
on ly  r e a l l y  new d e t o  presen ted  i s  t h ~ t  concerning worker 
c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i v i t y  and c o n t e n t i o n .  This  in format ion  was 
c o l l e c t e d  from t h e  Northern S t a r  and r e p r e s e n t s  t h e  f i r u t  
o y ~ t e m a t i c  e n u m e r ~ t i o n  of  work in^ c l a s s  c o l l r c t i v e  a c t i v i t y  
and c o n t r n t i o n  f o r  t h i e  per iod  of  Engl i sh  h i s t o r y .  I ts presen-  
t a t i o n  and cinalysio c o r r e c t s  a  b a s i c  weakness of  p rev ious  s t u d i e s  
o f  working c l a s s  a c t i o n  and Chartiem. Those s t u d i e s ,  even when 
q u a n t i t a t i v e l v  r i e o r o u s  i n  o t h e r  r e s p e c t s  such a s  John P o s t e r ' s  
i s ? l h a v e  p r i m a r i l y  r e l i e d  upon i m p r e s s i o n i s t i c  and i l l u s t r a t i v e  
in format ion  when i t  comes t o  t h e  a c t u a l  p a t t e r n s  and l e v e l s  o f  
working c l ~ s s  a c t i o n  and c o n t e n t i o n .  Consequently, t h e i r  
a n a l y s e s  m d  d i s c u s s i o n s  o f  t h e  dynamics of  workine c l a s s  conten- 
t i o n  remain hypotheses a t  b e a t .  I lopeful lv,  t h e  a n a l y s i s  o f f e r e d  
h e r e  w i l l  enable us  t o  s e t t l e  some q u e s t i o n s  about t h e  n a t y r e  of  
Chartism and workina c l a s s  con ten t ion  i n  e e n e r ~ l  a t  a  l e v e l  of 
e v i d e n t i a l  r i g o r  p r e v i o u s l y  u n a t t a i n e d .  
The events  recorded,  791 i n  a l l ,  cover in^ t h e  period from 
December 25, 1841, t o  December 16, 1842, o r  51 weeks, h ~ d  t o  
meet two b a s i c  c r i t e r i a  f o r  i n c l u n i o n  i n  t h e  enumeration. They 
hnd t o  involv,e presumably a t  l e a s t  t e n  people and t h e r e  had t o  
be some i n d i c a t i o n  of worker preaence a t  t h e  a c t i o n .  The l a t t e r  
c r i t e r i o n  wns considered m i n i m ~ l l y  met u n l e s s  t h e  r e p o r t  i n  t h e  
Northern S t a r  i n d i c a t e d  t h n t  t h e  p a r t i c i p ~ n t e  were o t h e r  than 
workers; e.g.,  r a te -payers  on ly ,  middle C ~ R B R ,  shopkeepers ,  e t c .  
The &r appeared t o  be  q u i t e  ass iduous  i n  i d e n t i f y i n e  ~ c t i o n ~  
i n  which workern were n o t  involved s i n c e  t h e i r  exc lus ion  from 
t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  and p o l i t i c a l  l i f e  of  t h e  count ry  was i t s  major  
concern.  I n  t h e  absence of p r e c i s e  numbers of  p n r t i c $ a n t s ,  t h e  
numeric c r i t e r i o n  was coneidered met whenever t h e  r e p o r t  Rave 
an i n d i c a t i o n  of  p a r t i c i p a n t s  above a  "few" o r  "eevera l"  by 
employinrr such terms a s  " n ~ r n e r o u s ~ ~ ,  "wel l  ~ t t e n d e d " ,  " r e s p e c t a b l y  
a t t ended" ,  e t c .  
The c o l l e c t e d  even ts  were then c l a s s i f i e d  i n t o  two b a s i c  
c n t e g o r i e s :  c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i v i t y  m d  c o l l e c t i v e  con ten t ion  events .  
For  reaaona which w i l l  become a p p w e n t  RS t h e  a n a l y s i s  proceeds,  
I c h o ~ e  no t  t o  r e s t r i c t  t h e  enumeration t o  on ly  t h o s e  even ts  i n  
which t h e  p n r t i c i p a n t s  c o l l e c t i v e l y  expressed some claim o r  
demand. The c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i v i t y  ca tegory  c o n t ~ f n s  a l l  even ts  
i n  which such c l ~ i m s  were no t  voiced Therefore ,  t h e y  r e p r e s e n t  
i n s t a n c e s  when t e n  o r  more people,  workers inc luded ,  met f o r  
c e l e b r a t i o n s ,  l e c t u r e s ,  d i s c u s e i o n s ,  and so  on. They i n c l u d e  
e v e n t s  such a s  t h e  meet ings of  b e n e f i t  a o c i e t i e s .  d i n n e r s  and 
dances c e l e b r a t i n g  Ilenry Hunt ' s  b i r t h d a y ,  g a t h e r i n a s  t o  d i s c u s s  
t h e  p r e s e n t  d i s t r e s s  of  workers, scheduled l e c t u r e s  by C h a r t i s t  
n g i t a t o r s ,  and t r a d e  s o c i e t y  m e e t i n ~ s .  I n  s h o r t ,  t h e y  r e p r e s e n t  
an i n d i c n t i o n  of  t h e  l e v e l s  of  working c l a s s  c o l l e c t i v e  l i f e  o r  
mobi l iza t ion  and, a s  w i l l  become apparen t  l a t e r ,  a r e  an impor- 
t a n t  element i n  t h e  exp lana t ion  of  C h a r t i s t  and o t h e r  forms of 
working c l a s s  con ten t ion .  
Events of  c o l l e c t i v e  c o n t e n t i o n  a r e  t h o s e  which included 
workers and met Char les  T i l l y  ' a  Great B r i t a i n  S tudy ' s  c r i t e r i o n  
f o r  "conten t ious  ~ a t h e r i n e e " ;  i . e . ,  a l l  t h o s e  "occasions i n  
which t e n  o r  more persons o u t s i d e  t h e  government g a t h e r  i n  t h e  
same p l a c e  and make a  v i s i b l e  claim which, i f  r e a l i z e d ,  would 
e f f e c t  t h e  i n t e r e s t s  o f  some s p e c i f i c  p e r s o n ( s )  o r  g r o u p ( s )  out-  
s i d e  t h e i r  own numbers."12 For  t h e  purposes of  t h i s  s tudy ,  
t h e s e  con ten t ious  g a t h e r i n g s  were subdivided i n t o  two groups:  
c h a r t i s t  con ten t ions  and non-Chart is t  contentions. The C h a r t i s t  
ca tegory  included dl t h o s e  c o n t e n t i o u s  g a t h e r i n g s  i n  which t h e  
v i s i b l e  claim made was f o r  t h e  enactment o f  t h e  P e o p l e ' s  C h a r t e r  
i n t o  law. Obviously, non-Chart is t  c o n t r n t i o n s  were a l l  t h o s e  
no t  involv ing  a demand f o r  t h e  P e o p l e ' s  C h a r t e r .  The e n t i r e  
enumeration of  c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i v i t i e s  snd c o n t e n t i o n s  was aetzre- 
ga ted  i n  terms of  t h e  p a r i s h  i n  which t h e  event  occur red ,  end 
t h e  p a r i s h  t o t a l s  were then convr r ted  i n t o  t h e  r a t r s  o f  a c t i v i t y  
and conten t ion  p e r  100,000 popula t ion  i n  1841. A l l  t h e  conver- 
s i o n  involves ,  o f  course,  i s  t h e  s t a n d a r d i z a t i o n  of  t h e  par i shen  
i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e i r  popula t ion  d i f f e r e n c e s ;  a  n e c e s s w y  
pre l iminerv  t o  t h e  comparative a n a l y s i e  we a r e  under tek ing .  
L e t ' s  begin t h e  s n a l y a i s  by compnrine t h e  p a r i s h e s  which 
had C h a r t i s t  con ten t ion  i n  1842 wi th  t h o s e  t h a t  d i d  n o t .  We do 
80 i n  t e n s  of  t h r e e  nocio-economic c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s :  ( 1 )  Urbanism, 
o r  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  o.? t h e  1R41 populnt ion l i v i n a  i n  c i t i e s  which 
by 1841 had lC,000 o r  more people;  ( 2 )  Urbaniza t ion ;  i . e . ,  t h e  
percen t  chance i n  urbanism 1831-41; and ( 3 )  I n d u s t r i d i s m ,  
def ined  a s  t h e  percen t  of t h e  1841 popula t ion  t h a t  were t e x t i l e  
f a c t o r y  workers i n  1838. S ince  t h e  produc t ion  of  t e x t i l e 0  was 
f a r  and away Lancash i re ' a  d o m i n ~ n t  i n d u s t r y ,  t h e  f i r rures  on 
t e x t i l e  f a c t o r y   worker^ g i v e  FI very a c c u r a t e  i n d i c ~ t i o n ' o ?  
i n d u s t r i a l i s m .  The comparison i s  s e t  f o r t h  i n  Table I .  l 3  
TABLE 1  
Comp~r iaon  of P a r i s h e s  wi th  C h a r t i s t  Content ion 
i n  1842 and t h o s e  w i t h  none 
No. of  
Pa.r ishes I l rbanisa Urbanizf l t ion I n d u s t r i a l i s m  -- 
Conten t ious  P a r i s h e s  23 69.4% r7 .3  9 .% 
Non-contentious 
P a r i s h e s  3  8  6.1 + l . 3  1.7 
Lancafihire and 
S tockpor t  61 59.6 +6.1 8.7 
C l e a r l y ,  t h e  Rrea of  C h a r t i s t  con ten t ion  wne L n n c n ~ h i r e ' e  
most urban,  u rban iz ing ,  and i n d u s t r i a l  r e a i o n .  Other  incomplete  
evidence i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  we should R ~ R O  add r a p i d l y  i n d u s t r i a l i z i n g  
t o  t h i s  lifit of  t r a i t s .  The r a t e o f  growth i n  t h e  number.of 
t e x t i l e  f a c t o r y  workers, 1835 t o  1838, i n  t h e  c o n t e n t i o u s  a r e a  
was around 25$. Although p r e c i o e  f iguref l  f o r  t h i s  a r e  n o t  
e q u a l l y  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  t h e  non-content ious p a r i s h e s ,  t h e  ev idence  
i n d i c ~ t e s  t h a t  t h e i r  exper ience  was p r e t t y  wel l  mixed between 1 
low growth and l o r  d e ~ l i n e ? ~  About a11 t h i s  aggrega te  l e v e l  
a n a l y s i s  t e l l a  UA i s  t h ~ t  C h a r t i s t  con ten t ion  i n  1847 W R 8  a  
phenomenon of  t h e  dynamic, modern s e c t o r  of  Lancash i re  s o c i e t y .  
Table 1  does no t  provide anv a ~ s i a t a n c e  i n  d i s t i n g u i s h i n n  t h e  
r e l a t i v e  m e r i t s  of  Smelser ' s  o r  E n ~ e l a '  interpretations. 
Urbanization/industrialization and urban ism/ indus t r ia l i sm were 
e q u a l l y  characteristic of  t h e  c o n t e n t i o u s  C h a r t i s t  r e e l o n .  
I l e s i t e t i n a l y ,  we might conclude t h a t  R c e r t a i n  iindeflne8 l e v e l  
o f  "modernizat ion" and/or  "modernitytt  was a  necessary  c o n d i t i o n  
f o r  C h a r t i a t  con ten t ion .  
I n  any event ,  t h e  impor tan t  i s s u e  i n  d i s p u t e  i s  n o t  t h e  
exp lana t ion  of  whether o r  n o t  C h a r t i e t  con ten t ion  occurred b u t  
r a t h e r  t h e  exp lana t ion  of v a r i a t i o n s  i n  i t s  l e v e l .  Here we w i l l  
r e s t r i c t  o u r  a n ~ l y s i s  t o  t h e  twenty-six p a r i s h e s  f o r  which we 
huve evidence t h a t  some c o l l e c t i v e  f l c t i v i t v  o r  c o n t e n t i o n  took 
p l a c e .  We w i l l  be  f o c u ~ i n g  on t h e  r e l a t i o n  between t h e  r a t e  of  
C h a r t i s t  con ten t ion  p e r  lCC,CCO 1841 populn t ion  and t h e  soc io-  
economic explana t ions  proposed f o r  v a r i a t i o n e  i n  t h a t  r a t e .  
Smelfler 's argunent  is  t h a t  t h e  r a t e 8  of  u r b ~ l n i z ~ t i b n  end 
i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  were p o a i t i v e l v  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  l e v e l  of  
C h a r t i s t  con ten t ion ;  i . e . ,  t h e  e r e a t e r  t h e  r a t e  of  a o c i a l  change, 
t h e  h i g h e r  t h e  l e v e l s  of  r ~ d i c f l l  c o l l e c t i v e  c o n t e n t i o n .  Tnble. 7 
p r e s e n t s  t h e  zero-order  product  moment cor re l .n t ion  c o e f f i c i e n t s  
between l e v e l  of  C h a r t i s t  con ten t ion  and u r h a n i z u t i o n ,  indus-  
t r i a l i z a t i o n  and urban arowth.  Urben ~ r o w t h  r e f e r s  t o  t h e  r a t e  
of  change, 1831-41, i n  t h e  populu t ion  of  p a r i s h  c i t i e f i  wi th  
10,000 o r  more people us  o f  1841. I ts i n c l u s i o n  i s  a d i r e c t  
TABLE 2 l 5  
S o c i a l  Change nnd C h a r t i u t  Content ion 
C h a r t i s t  Conten t ion  
p e r  lCC,CIOC 
Urbaniza t ion ,  1831-41 - .C7 ( -01  )* 
I n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n ,  1835-38 - . I5  ( .C2) 
Urban Growth, 1831-41 -.27 ( .05]  
*The f i g u r e s  i n  puren theses  a r e  t h e  r e s p e c t i v e  
c o e f f i c i e n t s  of d e t e r m i n a t i o n .  
ex tens ion  of  Smr lse r 'u  o v e r a l l  argument and p r e o e n t s  no 
d i f f i c l l l t i e s .  I n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  i a  t h e  r a t e  o f  chsnkd i n  t h e  
p u r i s h f s  number of  t e x t i l e  f a c t o r y  workers, 1835-38.16 The 
d e f i n i t i o n  of  u r b a n i z ~ t i o n  is  ~ l r e a d y  f a m i l i a r  from Tahle 1 .  
Smelser i s  obviously on t h e  wrong t r a c k .  Hie arcument t h a t  
u r b a n i z a t i o n  and i n d ~ E J t r i a l i z a t i 0 n  p o s i t i v e l y  in f luenced  C h a r t i s t  
c o n t e n t i o n  i s  f a l s e .  I n s t e a d ,  they  were n e g ~ t i v e l y  r e l a t e d  t o  
it. Thnt is, t h e  more a  p ~ r i s h  was caught  up i n  t h e  p rocesses  
o f  s o c i a l  change, t h e  l e a s  W R S  i ts  l e v e l  of  C h a r t i s t  c o n t e n t i o n .  
The low va lues  of t h e  c o e f f i c i e n t s  suages t  t h u t  t h e  
p rocesses  of  a o c i ~ l  change rjmelser i d e n t i f i e s  h8d l i t t l e  benrinf :  
a t  a l l  on C h n r t i a t  c o n t e n t i o n .  Be t h a t  a s  i t  mav, t h e  presumed 
s o c i ~ l  c o n t r ~ d i c t i o n a  of t r o n s t i o n a l  s o c t e t i e s  were n o t  t h e  one8 
g e n e r a t i n g  C h a r t i s t  con ten t ion  i n  1842 Lancnshire .  I f  any th ing ,  
t h e y  were o p e r a t i n e  so  a s  t o  reduce i t .  The r e l a t i o n s h i p  of  a  
popula t ion  t o  system l e v e l  p r o c c s s e s  o f  c h ~ n ~ e  i s  j u s t   not.^ 
meuninaful one when it comes t o  d r t c r m i n i n e  l e v e l s  o f  c o l l e c t i v e  
c o n t e n t i o n .  Apparently, t h e r e  a r e  much more s i e n i f i c ~ n t  mnd 
p r o s a i c  f ~ c t o r s  a t  work t h a n  t h e s e  svstem processes .  It does 
n o t  make sense  t o  t h i n k  of  r a d i c a l  c o l l e c t i v e  c o n t e n t i o n  a s  
s t r u c t u r e d  by and framed i n t e r n s  of macro-processes of s t r u c t u r a l  
t r a n s f o r m a t i o n .  We can, i n  l i g h t  of  Table 2,  c o n f i d e n t l y  con- 
c lude  t h a t  s o c i a l  change wus n o t  t h e  c r i t i c a l  de te rminant  o f  
C h a r t i s t  con ten t ion .  
Our knowing t h a t  Smelser i s  on t h e  wrong t r a c k  does n o t ,  of  
course ,  t e l l  us  t h a t  Engels  was on t h e  r i a h t  one. I f  we a r e  
w i l l i n g  t o  ~ c c e p t  i n d u s t r i a l i s m  and urbanism a s  f ~ i r  npproximn- 
t i o n s  of Enge ls t  idea  of  t h e  e x t e n t  t o  which t h e  f a c t o r y  has  
t a k e n  hold of  an a r e a ,  t h e n  Table 3 p r e s e n t s  t h e i r  r e l a t i o n  t o  
C h a r t i s t  c o n t e n t i o n .  The t a b l e  i n c l u d e s  an f idd i t ionf l l  e x p l a n ~ t o r y  
v a r i a b l e - - t e x t i l e  f a c t o r y  workers p e r  1 , C C O  a c r e s  i n  1 8 3 ~ ! ~  It 
i n d f c a t e s  t h e  l e v e l  of f f ic tory p r o l e t a r i a n  concent ra t ion  i n  a  
p e r i s h .  A quick g lance  fit Table 3 p o i n t s  up i t s  s h a r p  c o n t r ~ s t  
with Table 2 .  A t  l e a s t ,  a l l  of  t h e  r e l a t i o n s  a r e  i n  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  
one would expect  from Engels t  a n a l y o i s .  The one i n s i g n i f i c a n t  
r e l u t i o n s h i p  is hetween u r b ~ n i a m  and C h a r t i s t  c o n t e n t i o n .  This  
i s  somewhat s u r p r i s i n g  i n  l i g h t  of  e x i s t i n g  evidence on t h e  
r e l n t i v e l y  s t rons:  r e l a t i o n  between urbanism and c o l l e c t i v e  con- 
t e n t i o n .  A c t u d l y ,  t h e  u s u a l  nrnument about  urbanism and 
c o l l e c t i v e  c o n t e n t i o n  is  t h a t  t h e  urhan environment s i g n i f i c a n t l y  
reduces t h e  c o s t s  of o r g a n i z i n g  and mobilizinrr people f o r  
con ten t ion .  Obviously, f o r  urbanism t o  be  r e l e v a n t  t o  anv 
TABLE 3 
I n d u s t r i ~ l i s m ,  Urbanism, and 
C h a r t i s t  Content ion 
Urbanism 
I n d u s t r i a l i s m  
C h a r t i s t  Content ion 
p e r  1OO.CCO 
+ . 0 7  ( . O 1 )  
+.52 ( . 2 7 )  
T e x t i l e  P ~ c t o r y  Worker 
p e r  1 ,  COO a c r e s  + . 6 C  ( . 3 6 )  
p ~ r t i c u l a r  con ten t ion ,  t h e  people i n  t h e  c i t y  would have t o  be 
R " t ~ r f i e t "  R ~ O U P  o f  t h e  c o n t e n t i o n .  I n  t h e  cnse of  Chart io*,  
urbanism d i d  n o t  have R s i g n i f i c a n t  d i r e c t  e f f e c t .  L e t e r ,  we 
w i l l  s e e  t h a t  it d i d ,  however, have aome i n d i r e c t  e f f e c t  on 
C h a r t i s t  c o n t e n t i o n .  
I t  was n o t  s o  much l i v i n r r  i n  t h e  c i t y  a e  workin& i n  t h e  
f ~ c t o r y  t h a t  was importnnt  f o r  Chartiom. ThJa p o i n t  i s  ~ r a p h i c n l l y  
i l l u s t r n t e d  by FI c o m p ~ r i s o n  o f  Liverpool  and Manchester. Liver-  
pool  was a commercial c i t y  without  any t e x t i l e  f a c t o r i e s ;  and, 
i n  1 8 4 2 ,  i t  d id  n o t  have a  s i n a l e  i n s t a n c e  of C h a r t i s t  c o n t e n t i o n .  
Manchester, on t h e  o t h e r  hand, hod over  t h i r t y  thounand t e x t i l e  
f a c t o r y  workers, roughly t e n  percen t  of  i t s  to ta l .  popula t ion ,  
and t h i r t y - t h r e e  l a r a e - s c a l e  C h a r t i s t  c o n t e n t i o n s .  U r h ~ n i s m  
performs much l i k e  t h e  o t h e r  s o c i o l o e i c ~ l  variables of  u r b ~ n i -  
z a t i o n  end urhan rrrowth. They Rre n l l  r e l a t i v e l y  i n s i c n i f i c a n t  
i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  C h n r t i a t  con ten t ion .  C o n v e r ~ e l v ,  t h e  two 
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i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  i t .  Moreover, of  t h e s e  two, t h e  l e v e l  o f  a  
p a r i s h ' n  p r o l e t a r i s n  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  i s  t h e  more impor tan t .  The 
p o i n t  is  t h a t  C h a r t i s t  con ten t ion  wns n o t  a  g e n e r ~ l  s o c i a l  
phenomenon; i t  was, i n s t e a d ,  grounded i n  R p ~ r t i c u l a r  c l a s s  
o r  Rroup d e f i n e d  p r i m a r i l y  by t h e i r  p o s i t i o n  w i t h i n  t h e  economic 
o t r u c t u r e .  To t h i s  p o i n t ,  t h e n ,  a l l  t h e  evidence p o i n t o  t o  an 
a r e a ' s  economic s t r u c t u r e  and no t  t o  i t o  s o c i a l  o t r u c t u r r  o r  
p rocesses  a s  what was impor tan t  f o r  C h a r t i s t  c o n t e n t i o n  i n  1842, 
Engels  was npparen t ly  on t h e  r i g h t  t r a c k .  
The cvidence s o  f a r  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  C h a r t i s t  c o n t e n t i o n  was 
a  phenomenon s t r u c t u r r d  by t h e  economically determined c l a s s  
s i t u a t i o n  of  t e x t i l e  j a c t o r y  workers. But a s  Max Weber pointed 
o u t  l o n g  ago, t h e  c l a s s  s i t u a t i o n  doea n o t  i n v a r i a b l y  r e s u l t  i n  
c o l l e c t i v e  c o n t e n t i o n .  I f  it d i d ,  we would be  hard pressed t o  
account  f o r  e i t h e r  t h e  f l u c t u e t i o n s  i n  C h a r t i s t  con ten t ion  
d u r i n ~  1847 o r  t h s t  y e a r ' s  high l e v e l s  of  i t  i n  covparison with 
o t h e r  years . ' '  The c l a s s  s i t u a t i o n  of  t e x t i l e  f a c t o r y  p r o l e t a r i a n s  
was j u s t  that--a s i t u a t i o n .  Yet, i f  we have l e a r n e d  anyth ing  
about  t h e  dynamics of c o l l e c t i v e  con ten t ion ,  it i s  t h a t  much 
more than  s h a r i n ~  an o b j e c t i v e  s i t u a t i o n  i e  involved i n  i t n  
de te rmina t ion .  N1 we know now is  t h a t  t h e r e  wae something i n  
t h e  s i t u a t i o n  of  t e x t i l e  f a c t o r y  p r o l e t n r i m s  which was d i r e c t l y  
r e l e v a n t  t o  C h n r t i ~ m .  What we do no t  know is  what t h i o  some- 
t h i n g  was m d  how it was r e l e v a n t .  Before we can nnswer t h r e e  
q u e s t i o n s ,  i t  w i l l  be necessarv  t o  s i t u a t e  C h a r t i s t  c o n t e n t i o n  
w i t h i n  t h e  o v e r a l l  pattern of  worker c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i v i t y  and 
c o n t e n t i o n .  
The f i r s t  s t e p  i s  t o  1 ~ y  ou t  t h e  q u a n t i t ~ t i v e  evidencr  and 
hope t h a t  it w i l l  p rov ide  some l e a d s  t o  exp lana t ion .  Tables  4 
and 5 do t h i s :  Table 4 ,  i n  terms of t h e  s o c i o l o g i c ~ l  framework 
advanced by Smelser; and T ~ b l e  5 i n  terms of  t h e  more f r u i t f u l  
- 
economic and c l a s ~  one. Table 4  is r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  of  s o c i a l  
mobi l i za t ion  t h e o r i e s  of  r a d i c a l  c o n t e n t i o n .  To t h e  vzir iahlea 
a l r e a d y  cons idered ,  we have added l i t e r a c y .  I t  i s  taken Prom n 
s tudy  by Michziel Sanderson end r e p r e s e n t s  t h e  p r o p o r t i o n  of  
people a b l e  t o  oign t h e i r  nnmes t o  p a r i s h  m a r r i a ~ e  r e c i s t e r s  i n  
1837-39.'' L i t e r a c y ,  l i k e  u r b s n i z a t i o n ,  i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n ,  and 
urban growth, occupies  a  c e n t r a l  p l ~ c e  i n  t h e o r i e s  of  con ten t ion  
t h s t  emphasize s o c i a l  change o r  noc ia1  m o b i l i z a t i o n .  I t s  
expansion i s  j u s t  one more element of t h e  t r a n s i t i o n  t o  t h e  
"modemts world.  Table 4 shows t h a t  t h e s e  modernizat ion t h e o r i e s  
have l i t t l e  re levance  t o  eny of t h e  forms of  worker c o l l e c t i v e  
~ c t i v i t y  and conten t ion  i n  1842. I n  f a c t ,  t h e  s t r o n e e s t  r e l n -  
t i o n s  a r e  i n  t h e  o p p o s i t e  d i r e c t i o n  from what they  p r e d i c t .  The 
n e g a t i v e  evidence reanrd ing  l i t e r a c y  does,  however, t e l l  us  
s o n c t h i n c .  Sanderson demonstrates  t h a t  t e x t i l e  f r c t o r v  work 
wao among t h e  mont i l l t t e r ~ t e  occupat ions i n  Lancaahire  o t  t h i s  
t i m e ? O O u r  own a n a l y s i s  shows t h a t  t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n  between t h e  
percen t  of popula t ion  t e x t i l e  f a c t o n  workers and p e r c e n t  
1 i t e r a t . e  VIAS -.65. Once again,  we a r e  back t o  t h e  f ~ c t o r ~  
p r o l e t a r i a t .  
Table 5  p r e n e n t a ' t h e  r e l ~ t i o n s  between c o l l e c t i v e  
a c t i v i t y / c o n t e n t i o n  and p r o l e t a r i a n  c o n c e n t r e t i o n ,  urbanism. 
S o c i a l  Mobi l ize t ion  and work in^ C l ~ s s  
C o l l e c t i v e  A c t i v i t v  and Content ion 
C h a r t i s t  N o n - C h ~ r t i s t  C o l l e c t i v e  
Cqntent ion Content ion A c t i v i t y  
Urbnnizat ion -.C7 ( .01)  + . I 6  ( . ~ 3 )  + . I7  (.C3) 
Urbnn Growth -.27 (.C5) + . I1  ( .02)  + . I 2  (.07) 
I n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  - . I5  ( .c2)  -.iC ( .CI )  -.37 ( . I @ )  
L i t  e r a c r  1  ( 2 )  -.45 (.%C) -.27 (.C7) 
I t  a l s o  shows t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  hetween c h a r t i s t  con ten t ion ,  
non-Chart is t  con ten t ion  ~ n d  c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i v i t y .  ( ~ l l  r e l a t i o n -  
s h i p s  a r e  non-spurious. ) The evidence i s  unambiguous. I f  one '  
wants t o  account f o r  C h a r t i s t  c o n t e n t i o n ,  C ~ R R R  mobi l i za t ion  
and no t  s o c i a l  m o b i l i z a t i o n  i s  t h e  key. Once annin,  t h e  weakest 
exp lana tory  f e c t o r  i s  urbanism; h u t ,  n e v e r t h e l e s s ,  i t  does have 
nn independent e f f e c t  on non-Chnrt is t  con ten t ion  ~ n d  c o l l e c t i v e  
a c t i v i t y .  P r o l e t a r i a n  concent ra t ion  remeins t h e  h e s t  p r e d i c t o r  
a c r o s s  t h e  e n t i r e  ranee  o f  worker c o l l e c t i v e  n c t i v i t y  and 
c o n t e n t i o n .  There i s ,  however, one s i c n i f i c a n t  o u a l i f i c a t i o n .  
The ~ i n g l e  b e s t  p r e d i c t o r  of C h a r t i s t  con ten t ion  is  non-Char t i s t  
c o n t e n t i o n .  The p i c t u r e  which beq ins  t o  emerce Prom Tnhle 5 
sugges t s  an explana t ion  of C h ~ r t i n m  much'more complex thon 8 
Simple, d i r e c t ,  Clnss  Situation .+ C h ~ r t i s t  con ten t ion  argument 
In  f a c t ,  t h e  second o r d e r  p a r t i a l  between C h a r t i s t  c o n t e n t i o n  
~ n d  p r o l e t o r i n n  concent ra t ion  when we t t c o n t r o l t l  f o r  c o l l e c t i v e  
TABLE 5 
C l a s s  Mobi l ize t ion  end Working C l ~ s n  
A c t i v i t y  and Content ion 
Cha . r t i s t  Non-Chartist C o l l e c t i v e  
Content ion Content ion A c t i v i t y  
P r o l e t a r i a n  Concent ra t ion  +.60 ( .36)  +.80 ( .64)  . +.79 ( . 6 2 )  
Urbanism +.p7 (.(!I) +.3R ( .11)  +.2P ( . C 8 )  
Collective A c t i v i t y  +.50 ( .25)  , +.68 ( . 4 6 )  . 
Non-Chartist Content ion + .64 ( .41 ) 
a c t i v i t y  nnd non-Chart is t  c o n t e n t i o n  i s  only + . 1 6 . ~ '  This  e u g e e s t ~  
t h a t  i n  between t h e  c l a s s  s i t u a t i o n  of  f ~ c t o r y  p r o l e t a r i a n s  end 
C h a r t i o t  con ten t ion  was t h e  process  of  c l ~ s e  m o b i l i z a t i o n .  The 
t ime  h n ~  come t o  s h i f t  away from economic ~ t r u c t u r e  t o  t h e  more 
p o l i t i c a l  end c o n j u n c t u r a l  f a c t o r s  which i n f l u e n c e  mobi l izn t ion  
f o r  con ten t ion .  We may sum up by sayint? t h a t  i n d u s t r i a l  c a p i t a l i s m ,  
bv c o n c e n t r a t i n s  f a c t o r y  p r o l e t a r i a n s ,  crenteF t h e  founds t ions  
f o r  c l a s s  mobi l i za t ion  and t h e r e f o r e  f o r  C h a r t i s t  c o n t e n t i o n .  
How a l l  of t h e s e  connect ions occurred i s  what we w i l l  now be 
concerned wi th .  
E i ~ h t e e n  forty-two was, t o  p u t  it mi ld ly ,  n o t  s eood y e e r .  
The t e x t i l e  i n d u s t r y  was i n  a  d e p r e s s i o n .  R.C.O. M ~ t t h e w s  has  
~ r g u e d  t h a t  1R41-42 were t h e  only y e a r s  between 1853 snd 1647 
22 
i n  which t h e  i n d u s t r y  W R S  s e r i o u s l y  depressed .  He ehowfi t h a t  
i n  p rev ious  slumps m a n u f a c t ~ ~ r e r s  hmd ~bfiorbed much of  t h e  cofite 
o f  d imin ish ing  mnrkets. Consequently, by 1842 t h e y  were nl.ready 
e x p e r i e n c i n ~  considerable downward p r e s s u r e  on p r o f i t s :  "...many 
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e n t r e p r e n e u r s  faced t h e  f u r t h e r  d e t e r i o r n t i o n  i n  t r a d e  i n  1841-42 
w i t h  t h e i r  r e s e r v e s  n l ready  almost  exhausted."  23 \Yhereas 
" . . . en t repreneurs  s u f f e r e d  g r e ~ t e r  p r o p o r t i o n ~ l  l o s s  i n  money 
earninrrs between 1837 amd 1840 t h m  t h e  ~ p e r a t i v e s . . . ~ ~ ,  i n 1842 
they  turned t h e  balance and s h i f t e d  t h e  c o s t €  of  d imin ish ing  
t r a d e  onto t h e  workers.24The r e s u l t  we.8 about twenty percen t  
unemplovment, t h e  impos i t ion  of  short- term hours  on en equal  
number of  workers, and wane-rnte r e d u c t i o n s  which r n n ~ e d  between 
t e n  and twenty percen t  o r  more?5 I n  s h o r t ,  t h e  c o n f l i c t  between 
t h e  p r o f i t s  o f  c a p i t a l  and t h e  wnges of l a b o r  had, hv 1847, 
r ? ~ c h e d  an i n t e n s e  and open phage. 
The s t n i c t u r s l  c o n f l i c t  betwern c a p i t a l  and l a b o r  was con- 
j u n c t u r a l l y  converted i n t o  a t r a n s p a r e n t  c o n f l i c t  between 
employers and workers. The r e s u l t  was t h e  d u a l  development of  
i n c r e a s i n g  i n t r a c l a s s  s o l i d a r i t y  ~ n d  accentuated i n t e r c l e s s  
h o s t i l i t y .  S t r u c t u r a l  c o n f l i c t s  became i n c r e a s i n g l y  r e a l  and 
t rnnoparen t  through t h e i r  t r a n s l a t i o n  i n t o  immediate ~ n d  compel- 
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l i n g  s t r u g g l e s  eround b a s i c  nredfi.  The l a y - o f f s ,  810~-downs, 
and wage reduc t ions  c r e a t e d  b a s i c  c o n t i n g r n c i e s  of  m a t e r i a l  l i f e  
f o r  t h e  workers. The f a c t  t h e t  a l l  of  t h e s e  con t ingenc ies  could 
be  d i r e c t l y  l inked  t o  t h e  a c t i o n s  of  employers meant immediate 
p e r s o n i f i c a t i o n  of  c o n f l i c t s .  The o v e r ~ l l  development might be 
c h a r a c t e r i z e d  am t h e  "evemdciying" of  s t r u c t u r a l  c o n f l i c t s  
through t h e i r  reduc t ion  t o  con t ingenc ies  of  m a t e r i a l  l i f e .  
We a r e  f o r t u n ~ t e  t o  hove a  primary source  t h n t  a l lows  us  
t o  c a t c h  a  good glimpse i n t o  t h e s e  developmentfi. Yi. Cooke 
Taylor  t r e v e l l e d  throughout  Lancashire  i n  1842 spending much 
o f  h i s  t ime i n  conversa t ion  w i t h  t e x t i l e  workers. The f i r s t  
t h i n g  he noted was how t h e i r  s i t u a t i o n  was l e a d i n g  them t o  ' 
d i f f e r e n t i a t e  t h e i r  i n t e r e s t 8  from o t h e r s '  end t o  recognize  
t h e  need f o r  c l s a e  a c t i o n  t o  puroue t h o s e  i n t e r e s t s .  A t  Colne, 
h e  found Chartism t o  be  develop in^ with ' l f e ~ r f u l  r a p i d i t y u  
amon6 workers who had t o l d  him 
"We used t o  t h i n k  t h a t  some thin^ b e t t e r  would t u r n  up, 
bu t  we have w ~ i t e d  s o  l o n ~  t h a t  hope i t ~ e l f  i s  worn 
ou t :  we must do something f o r  o u r s e l v e s ,  hecaufle 
t h o s e  above U R  w i l l  never  do a n y t h i n a  f o r  ria." Con- 
nected wi th  t h i s  s u b j e c t ,  1 maf'remark on t h e  r a p i d i t y  
with which p o l i t i c e l  i n t e l l i g e v e  nppearR t o  be  
promulgated i n  t h i s  d i s t r i c t .  
A t  a n o t h e r  p l a c e ,  Taylor  aave t h e  s i c k  c h i l d  of  en unemployed 
worker s ixpence ,  which e l i c i t e d  from h e r  f a t h e r  t h e  s a r c a s t i c  
remark, "I am s u r e  you a r e  poor  y o u r s e l f ,  o r  you would n o t  be 
c h a r i t n b l e . " 2 P  Over and over  agnin,  Taylor  emphasizes how t h e i r  
p r e s e n t  d i f f i c u l t i e s  were d r i v i n g  workers t o  a  g r e n t e r  r e l i n n c e  
on one a n o t h e r  ond a  g r e a t e r  d i sda in  f o r  e l l  t h o s e  "above" 
them. 
Taylor  s e e s  how t h e  m ~ t e r i a l  s i t u n t i o n  of  t h e  worker8 l e d  
t o  t h e  development of  " . . . a  dangerous and i n c r e a s i n g  chasm 
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between t h e  employers and t h e  employed." Confirmina h i e  orn 
d i f i l i k e  f o r  C h a r t i f i t s  and o t h e r  work in^ c l n a a  l e a d e r s ,  he 
n e v e r t h e l e s s  perceived how t h i s  "chasm" provided them wi th  
f e r t i l e  t e r r i t o r y  i n  which t o  work. 
The o p e r a t i v e s ,  t h u s  ~bandoned  by t h e i r  n a t u r e 1  
cuidefi, .were l ? f t  f r e e  t o  fo l low any l e a d e r 8  t h a t  
offered,--Unionisto,  C h a r t i s t s ,  ~ n d  p o l i t i c a l  
adventure rs  of  every g r ~ d e  and d e s c r i p t i o n .  3e 
It  was n o t  only t h o s e  who were.unemployed t h n t  joined t h e  
C h e r t i ~ t  movement, bu t  t h e  l a r n e r  numbers who had 6ome employ- 
ment were gr ipped by "a f e a r f u l  l o o k i n a  forward t o  t h e  f u t u r e " .  3 1 
F i n n l l y ,  one more quote  which m ~ k e s  t h e  p o i n t  wi th  e f f e c t i v e  
I RRW mnny a  wheel i d l e  and many e  chimney fimokeless; 
R R  a consequence, I f ind  t h e  v i l l o g e  f o r  t h e  mont 
p a r t  t enan ted  b r  a  poverty-striken.population. Ilaving 
en te red  i n t o  c o n v e r ~ ~ t i o n  wi th  some of  t h e  unemployed 
o p e r a t i v e s ,  I found t h a t  h  e ,  a s  e lsewhere,  they  
were determined C h a r t i a t s .  32; 
We can s e e  t h a t  Taylor  h a s  n ~ o r t  of "contagion" model of 
Chartjem i n  mind'!3 He p o i n t s  t o  how t h e  economic s i t u ~ t i o n  of 
1@42 l ed  t o  t h e  s t r e n c t h e n i n g  of  i n t r ~ c l a ~ s  bonds nnd t h e  
he igh ten ing  of i n t e r c l a s s  h o ~ t i l i t i e e .  How t h e s e ,  i n  t u r n ,  
created. t h e  i n t e r e ~ t  and s o c i n l  space (,uchasm") i n  which 
C h a r t i s t  a ~ i t s t i o n  could t h r i v e .  I t  i a  extremely d i f f i c u l t  t o  
where n t  l e ~ s t  one of t h e  speakers  d i r e c t l y  a d v o c ~ t e d  t h e  
P r o p l e t s  C h a r t e r .  The speakers  involved were n e n e r n l l y  
C h a r t i e t  l e a d e r s  and a c t i v i s t s ,  and t h e r e f o r e  i t  m ~ k e  8ense 
t o  nee t h e s e  even ts  a e  a g i t a t i o n .  The o b j e c t  of  a ~ i t a t i o n  wan 
obviously t o  c r e a t e  suppor t  and u l t i m a t e l y  C h e r t l e t  c o n t e n t i o n .  
I f  we t a k e  t h e  e f f i c i e n c y  of  t h a t  a g i t a t i o n  t o  be measurable 
i n  t e r n s  of  t h e  r a t i o  of  a a i t a t i o n a l  g a t h e r i n g s  t o  C h a r t i s t  
c o n t e n t i o n s ,  then  we can e v a l u a t e  how t h e  economic ~ i t u a t i o n  
in f luenced  t h a t  e f f i c i e n c y .  We have unemplovment d a t a  f o r  on ly  
t e n  p a r i s h e s ;  nnd, when we look  a t  it i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  a g i t n -  
t i o n a l  e f f i c i e n c y ,  we g e t  Table 634 I t  s u g g e s t s  t h a t  t h e  
p a r i s h e s  where unemployment W R R  g r e a t e r  were indeed more f e r t i l e  
arounds f o r  a e i t a t i o n .  E s p e c i ~ l l ~  when onr n o t e s  t h a t  t h e i r  
l e v e l s  of p r o l e t a r i a n  concent re t ion  were t h e  r e v e r s e  of w h ~ t  
b r i n a  m y  l e v e l  of  s u f f i c i e n t  q u a n t i t n t i v e  evidence t o  h e m  on 
t h i s  i s s u e .  The only t h i n e  we can do i s  t o  p rov ide  R fragment 
TABLE 6 
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of  in format ion  which suggefits t h e  Accuracy o f  t h e  nrel~ment we of  Cher t i f i t  A g i t a t i o n  
have been makine. The evidence r e l a t e s  t o  how t h e  economic 
conjunc ture  nnd i t s  evnrydaying consequences in f luenced  t h e  
r e l a t i v e  e f f i c i e n c y  o? C h a r t i s t  ~ e i t a t i o n .  V/e cnn on1.y hypothe- 
s i z e  t h a t  t h e  i n t e r m e d i a t e  p rocesses  were t h e  ones of  i n t r ~ c l a s s  
bonding and i n t e r c l a s s  p o l a r i z a t i o n  t h ~ t  t h e  argument n u ~ g e s t s .  
Taylor ,  however, p rov ides  ~ o o d  evidence t h a t  t h e y  were. I n  nny 
event ,  we e r e  o n e r a t i n g  i n  t h e  renlm of a t t e n u ~ t e d  p l a u s i b i l i t y .  
The over  f i v e  hundred i n a t m c e s  of  c o l l e c t i v e  activity i n  
t h e  enurnerntion i n c l u d e  two hundred twenty-three c n t h e r i n c s  
H ~ t i o  of  
Percen t  Actual  Rnnrte Number of P r o l e t a r i a n  Content ione 
Unemployed of  Unemployment P s r i s h e a  C o n c e n t r ~ t i o n  t o  P P J ~ A ~ ~ o ~ R  
one would e x p e c t .  C h n r t i s t  ~ ~ i t a t o r s  were  more t h e n  t w i c e  ns  
l i k e l y  t o  c r e a t e  C h a r t i s t  c o n t e n t i o n  i n  t h e  g roup  o f  p e r i s h e s  
w i t h  h i g h e r  unemployment. 
The ev idence  o f  T a b l e  6 n o t  o n l y  s u ~ ~ e a t s  t h e  n.ccuracy o f  
o u r  arguments  b u t  a l s o  c o n f i r m s  t h e  wisdom of F e r ~ u e  OIConnor ' s  
Nor the rn  S t a r  a r t i c l e  on "A l'ew ii'orcls on Propagandiem and 
Organizu t i o n l '  : 
Our mies ion  i s  w i t h  t h e  s o n s  o f  p o v e r t y  and s u f f e r i n g ;  
Prom them we must g a i n  c o n v e r t s  and d i s c i p l e s .  
Wherever o p p r e s a i o n  and t y r a n n y  e x i s t  on t h e  p a r t  o f  
t h e  l a n d l o r d ,  t h e  m a s t e r  nnd t h e  m s n u f a c t u r o r ,  t h e r e  
ehould  o u r  m i s s i o n a r y  be  , . . .  t a k i n a  a d v a n t a g e  o f  i t  t o  
r n i s e  s c o r n  ~ n d  contempt  i n  t h e  minds o f  t h e  p e o p l e  
s s a i n s t  t h e  p r e s e n t  nccursed sys t em.  When mRn s u f f e r s  
from wrona nnd o p p r e s s i o n  h i s  mind i s  doub lv  op rn  t o  
c o n v i c t i o n  o f  t h e  d i v i n e  p r i n c i p l r s  o f  t r u t h  and j u s t i c e . 3 5  
The c o n j u n c t u r e 1  c i r c u m s t a n c e s  of 1842 p layed  R m a j o r  r o l e  i n  
t h e  development  o f  n  " c l a s s  f o r  i t s e l f " .  A c l a o e  which 
p e r c e i v e d  i t s e l f  a s  bonded t o ~ e t h e r  by R s e t  o f  c i r c u m s t e n c e s  
and i n t e r e s t s  t h e t  were  opposed t o  t h o s e  o f  o t h e r  c l a s s e s .  A 
c ~ ~ R S  which wan m o b i l i z i n g  around t h e s e  i n t e r e s t s  ~ n d  o p p o s i t i o n s  
nnd which found i n  Char t iam a  proeram and s message r e f r a c t e d  
t h r o u g h  t h e i r  everyday l i v e s .  
There  was a a e r i e s  o f  e v e n t s  t h n t  g r a p h i c n l l y  i l l u s t r a t e d  
t h e  d u e l  impor t ance  o f  p o l a r i z i n g  c l a e s  f o r m a t i o n s  and u  worker- 
based p o l i t i c n l  o r g a n i z a t i o n  f o r  C h a r t i s t  c o n t e n t i o n .  C h f l r t i s t ~  
were  n o t  t h e  o n l y  o r g m i z e d  p o l i t i c a l  g r o u p  s e e k i n g  working 
c l a s s  a l l e g i a n c e  i n  1842.  The re  wns a l s o  t h e  manufnct l i rer -  , 
dominated m d  f i n a n c e d  Anti-Corn LRW League.  I ts progrnm c e l l e d  
f o r  t h e  r e p e a l  o f  t h e  Corn  law^ ~ n d  f r e e  t r a d e  i n  g r n i n .  The 
League W R S  a t t e m p t i n g  t h e  o l d  s t r a t e g y  o f  m o b i l i z i n g  0 work ine  
c l a s s  " t a i l "  t o  f o r c e  t h e  l a n d h o l d i n g  a r i s t o c r a c y  j n t o  n b o l i s h i n ~  
a g r i c u l t u r a l  d u t i e s .  The C h a r t i s t s  saw t h i s  n s  a  s i m p l e  a t t e m p t  
t o  d e f l e c t  work ine  c l a s s  n c t i o n  from t h e  r e n l  problem o f  
nchjevine; p o l i t i c a l  power t o  a nurrou; m i d d l e - c l a s s  proernm. 
They argued t h a t  t h e  Corn Laws were  j u s t  one  example o f  c l a s s  
l e g i s l a t i o n ;  t h a t  t h e  d e c l i n i n g  c o n d i t i o n  o f  worke r s  p u t  t h e  l i e  
t o  t h e  League ' s  argument t h a t  t h e  expans ion  o f  marke t s  r e s u l t i n g  
from f r e e  t r a d e  would b e n e f i t  ~ 0 r k e r A  t h r o u g h  i n c r e n s e d  ~ r o d u c -  
t i o n ;  and t h a t  t h e  c h e s p e r  bread which would r e s ~ ~ l t  from f r r e  
t r a d e  a c t u a l l y  meant t h a t  employers  would r e d u c e  w ~ a e s . ~ ~  
Our enumera t ion  c o n t a i n s  e i g h t e e n  o c c a s i o n s  on which t h e  
League and t h e  C h a r t i s t s  d i r e c t l y  c o n f r o n t e d  each  o t h e r  st  n p u b l i c l t  
m e e t i n g s .  A l l  t h e  mee t ings  were  c a l l e d  on League initiative nnd 
none were  p l anned  n s  d i r e c t  d e b a t e s  between Leaguer s  ~ n d  C h a r t i s t s .  
Of t h e  e i g h t e e n   meeting^, t h e  C h a r t i s t s  w i t h  worke r  s u p p o r t  
mnnnged t o  d e f e a t  r e s o l u t i o n s  f o r  r r p e ~ l  and p n s s  r e s o l u t i o n s  
f o r  t h e  C h a r t e r  on t w r l v e  o c c n s i o n s .  Three  o f  t h e  c o n f r o n t a t i o n s  
ended i n  compromise r e s o l u t i o n s  m d  t h r e e  i n  Leatrue v i c t o r i e s  
( "ab le  7 ) .  Two-thi rds  o f  t h e s e  c o n f r o n t ~ t i o n n  t o o k  pl.ace i n  
Februa ry  p~nd March. It was, o f  c o u r s e ,  i n  F e b r u a r y  t h a t  P e e l  
i n t r o d u c e d  h i s  budge t  i n  P a r l i a m e n t  w i t h  i t n  c a l l  f o r  a s l i d i n g  
s c a l e  on co rn  impor t  d u t i e s .  A p r o p o s a l  which was a n ~ t h e m a  
t o  t h e  L e a ~ u e  which demanded n o t h i n g  s h o r t  o f  t o t s 1  a b o l i t i o n .  
Here  we s e e  P d i r e c t  example o f  t h e  P s r l i a m e n t e r y  f l g e n d ~  
i n i t i ~ t i n e  t h e  m o b i l i z a t i o n  o f  an  i s n u e - o r i e n t e d  p o l i t i c a l  
TABLE 7 
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orgnnizn t ion .  The L e a ~ l e ' s  m o b i l i z a t i o n  and a t tempt  t o  g a i n  
worker suppor t  l e d  i n  t u r n  t o  t h e  compet i t ive  m o b i l i z a t i o n  o f  
t h e  C h a r t i s t s .  This  s p i r a l l i n g  process  of m o b i l i z a t i o n  and 
counter-mobil izat ion r e o u l t e d  i n  heightened l e v e l s  o f  c o n t e n t i o n  
( s e e  F igure  1 ,  p.35) and i n  C h a r t i s t  e a i n e .  
The wav t h e  p o l a r i z e d  c l a s s  d i v i s i o n s  of  1842  en te red  i n t o  
t h e s e  C h a r t i s t  v i c t o r i e s  can be i l l u s t r ~ t e d  by a  Manchester 
meetinq. The League c a l l e d  t h e  meet ine bv p l a c a r d ;  and, when 
i t  f i n a l l y  g o t  under way, t h e r e  were t e n  thousand people 
assembled i n  Stephenson's  Square. Mr. Bi rch  of  t h e  Lengue 
opened t h e  meeting s t s t i n a  t h a t  t h e  a b o l i t i o n  o f  t h e  corn laws 
by extending commerce would b r i n g  an end t o  t h e  p r e s e n t  d i s t r e s s .  
lie emphasized t h e  u n i t y  o f  i n t e r e s t s  between manufacturers  ~ n d  
workers on t h i s  ques t ion  and t h e  narrow c l a s s  s e l f i s h n e s s  of  
t h e  a r i s t o c r a c y  i n  opposine them. Mc t h e n  proposed a  r e s o l u t i o n  
committing t h e  meeting t o  r e p e a l  of t h e  Corn Laws. The C h a r t i s t  
James Leach then  r o s e  amidst  t h e  cheers  of  t h e  crowd m d  argued 
t h a t  England hod had numerous ex tens ions  of  commerce, bu t  t h e  
workers were s t i l l  i n  miserv.  He t h e n  voiced o p p o ~ i t i o n  t o  
B i r c h ' s  r e s o l u t i o n  and proposed a  counte r - reso lu t ion  f o r  t h e  
C h a r t e r  by say ine :  
Bi rch  hod endeavored hard t o  convince you t h a t  
your  i n t e r e s t s  and t h e  i n t e r e s t s  of  t h e  middle 
c l a ~ s e s  were t h e  seme.... Then I want t o  know 
what i s  t h e  reason  they w i l l  no t  e i v e  you t h e  seme 
r i g h t s  a s  they  enjoy,  i f  your  i n t e r e s t s  a r e  i d e n t i ~ a l ? ~  
That c l inched  i t .  B i r c h ' s  r e s o l u t i o n  was d e f e a t e d ,  and t h e  
crowd d e c l a r e d  f o r  t h e  C h a r t e r .  The c l a s s  f i s s u r e s  of  s o c i e t y  
were an i n e s c e p a b l e  f e a t u r e  o f  t h e  p o l i t i c ~ l  andscape .  
This  was s o  much t h e  c a s e  t h a t  t h e  League decided t o  
t emporar i ly  withdraw from t h e  unrewarding arenR of  p u b l i c  a g i t a -  
t i o n .  We have f l l ready noted t h a t  two-thirds  of  t h e  L e a e u e / C h n r t i ~ t  
c o n f r o n t a t i o n s  occurred i n  February and M ~ r c h .  D u r i n ~  t h a t  per iod ,  
t h e  League lor i t  e i g h t ,  won two, and two ended i n  compromise. The 
Anti-Corn LAW League met i n  Manchester on March 27 t o  e v a l u a t e  
t h e  p rogress  of  t h e i r  a ~ i t a t i o n .  They decided t h a t  f u r t h e r  open 
a g i t a t i o n  should he  d r ~ S t i C ~ l l y  c u r t a i l e d '  ' s ince  exper ience  showed 
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t h e t  it was only b e n e f i t i n g  t h e  C h a r t i s t .  The comhination of  
an economtc s i t u a t i o n  t h a t  p o l a r i z e d  t h e  c l e e s e s  and a  p o l i t i c a l  
o r g a n i z a t i o n  committed t o  working-class i n t e r e s t s  des t royed  t h e  
p o s s i b i l i t y  of  an "old s t y l e "  rniddle class-work in^ c l n s a  c o n l i t i o n .  
Nor was t h i s  o v e r a l l  p lay  of c l a s s  p o l i t i c a l .   force^ one determined 
by t h e  pure exie;encies o f  t h e  moment,. It was t h e  r e s u l t  of  a  
lone-stnnding p o l i c y  o f  t h e  Nat iona l  C h a r t e r  Assoc ia t ion .  A t  
t h e  found in^ of  t h a t  body i n  1846, i t s  c o n s t i t u t i o n  contnined 
t h e  fo l lowing  i n j u n c t i o n :  
The  member^ of  t h i s  Assoc ia t ion  s h a l l  R Z F O  ntt,end 
e l l  p u b l i c  P o l i t i c ~ l  Meetings, and t h e r e ,  e i t h e r  by 
movine amendments, o r  hy o t h e r  means, enforce  e d i s -  
cuss ion  of  o u r  r i g h t s  and c la ims ,  s o  t h a t  none may 
remain i n  i enorance  of  what we want, n o r  hnve an 
oppor tun i ty  of  p ropaea t ing  o r  p e r p e t u a t i n g  p o l i t i c a l  
i cmormce  o r  d e l u s i o n .  39 
Behind t h e  hlank numeric mask of  t h e  c o r r e l ~ t i o n  between 
C h a r t i s t  and non-Chart is t  con ten t ion ,  t h e r e  was t h e  p o l i t i c n l  
r e n l i t y  of  mobi l i z ing  snd counter-mobil iz ina p o l i t i c a l  organize-  
t i o n a  s t r u c g l i n g  t o  ach ieve  c l a s s  n l l e g i a n c e s  end t o  f u r t h e r  
c o n c r e t e  i n t e r e o t s .  S t r u c t u r a l l y  def ined  groups c a u ~ h t  up i n  
a c o n j u n c t u r a l l y  accen tua ted  process  of  i n t e r e s t  d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n  
and p o l n r i z a t i o n ,  in te rconnec ted  wi th  conuciouuly d i r e c t e d  
p o l i t i c a l  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  t o  c r e a t e  t h e  C h a r t i s t  con ten t ion  of  
1842. Not s t r u c t u r e  a lone ,  con junc ture  alone,  o r  p o l i t i c s  d o n e  
bu t  a l l  t h r e e  t o g e t h e r  c r e a t e d  t h e  r a d i c a l  c o l l e c t i v e  con ten tJon  
Chartiam reprefiented. This  i n d i c a t e 8  t h a t  i f  t h e o r i e s  of  
c o l l e c t i v e  con ten t ion  a r e  t o  be m y  sood, t h e y  muut he framed 
i n  terms of a l l  t h r e e  of  t h e s e  l e v e l s .  And t o  do t h i s ,  t h e y  
must g e t  down i n t o  t h e  con t ingent  ebb and flow of  concre te  
h i s t o r i c a l  r e a l i t y .  A s  we proceed, t h i s  dictum w i l l  become 
even more compelling. 
Readers f a m i l i a r  wi th  n ine teen th-cen tury  Engl i sh  h i s t o r y  
bave, no doubt ,  no t iced  a  e l a r i n e  omission from t h e  discufibion.  
Nothine has  heen  aid about  whnt e r e  g e n e r a l l y  t a k s n  t o  be t h e  
most s i g n i f i c a n t  even ts  o f  1R42--the "Plug P l o t  Rio ta t l .  I n  
Lancash i re ,  e t  l e a s t ,  t h e s e  " r i o t f i "  a r e  j u ~ t i f i e b l y  i d e n t i f i e d  
a s  i n d u s t r i ~ l  Europe 's  f i r s t  p o l i t i c a l  mass s t r i k e .  The reauon 
we have pofitponed d i s c u s s i o n  o f  t h e  Augufit s t r i k e  u n t i l  now was 
t o  ~ l l o w  i t s  s i t u a t i o n  w i t h i n  t h e  o v e r a l l  argument. We wanted 
t o  be Rhle t o  Bee t h e  eventu of Aunust su they  f i t t e d  i n t o  t h e  
g e n e r a l  p o l i t i c a l  dynamics of  1847. The l a s t  uec t ion  developed 
a  comperritive ~ n a l y s i s  o f  t h e  r o o t s  of  C h a r t i s t  con ten t ion ,  
emphasizing t h e  process  of  c l a s o  mobi l izn t ion  and t h e  r o l e  
p o l i t i c u l  o r g a n i z a t i o n  played i n  i t .  The u t r i k e  was d i r e c t l y  
r e l a t e d  t o  t h e s e  dynamics, hu t  i t  a l s o  p r e s e n t s  a  remarkable 
example of  t h e i r  oppos i te :  demobilization throueh r e p r e s s i o n .  
The g e n e r a l  s t r i k e  o f  August heean a t  S t a l e y b r i d g e  on 
AC 
A u ~ u s t  5 .  Its immediate carlse w ~ o  t h e  nnnouncement of a  WRRC 
reduc t ion  a t  Rayley ' s  c o t t o n  f a c t o r y .  A t  t h a t .  t h e  workers 
utopped work, l e f t  t h e  m i l l  and formed i n t o  a  processJon.  They 
t h e n  marched t o  t h e  nearby towns of Aohton, Ilvde, and Oldham 
where v i r t u a l l y  a l l  of  t h e  t ~ x t t l e  workers turned out  and joined 
t h e  nlarch. The s t r i k e  had hegun. Actua l ly ,  i t  was no t  a s  
spontaneous 8s it appears .  I n  l a t e  J u l y ,  some employern i n  
Ashton had t h r e a t e n e d  a  wage reduc tJon .  Thiu o e t  o f f  FI ~ e r i e s  
o f  workerfi' meetings i n  Ashton, S ta leybr idge ,  and Hyde where 
they  decided that., i f  t h e  reduc t ion  a c t u a l l y  occur red ,  they  
would a l l  go on s t r i k e .  On Auaust 4 ,  t h e  Ashton employers 
withdrew t h e i r  t h r e n t ,  bu t  Bagley ' 6  n e v e r t h e l e s s  c a r r i e d  ou t  
a  reduc t ion  on t h e  5 t h .  The workers had t h e r e f o r e  a l r e a d y  
decided t o  f i t r ike  f o r  "e. f a i r  d a y ' s  wages f o r  a  f a i r  d a y ' s  
workv when Bayley ' s  enacted t h e  d e c i s i o n  on t h e  5 t h .  The argu- 
ment which c l inched  t h e  demand f o r  s o l i d a r i t y  between towns was 
t h a t  given t h e  l o g i c  of  t h e  compet i t ive  market,  a  reduc t ion  i n  
one would q u i c k l y  have hecome a reduc t ion  f o r  a l l .  Apparent ly,  
t h e  u n i v e r s a l ~ . e i n g  l o g i c  o f  t h e  market a l s o  tends  t o  u n i v e r ~ r . l i z e  
s t r ~ g g l e s  w i t h i n  i t .  
By t h e  9 t h  of August, t h e  s t r i k e  was a e n e r ~ l  i n  t h e  Ashton, 
S t ~ l e y b r i d g e ,  Oldham, nnd Duckinfield Rreau. On t h a t  day, 
f o r t y  t h o r ~ s m d  of t h e  s t r i k e r s  met i n  Ashton and decided t o  
m ~ r c h  on Mnnchester and conf ron t  t h e  m a n u f ~ c t u r e r s  direct1.y 
a t  t h e  c o t t o n  exchange. More m i l l s m  turned out  en r o u t e  t o  
Manchester; b u t ,  on s r r i v a l  a t  t h e  o ~ t s k i r t s  of  t h e  c i t y ,  t h e  
p o l i c e  succeeded i n  d e f t l y  manouvering t h e  crowd away from t h e  
e x c h ~ n a e  and t o  Grmby Row F i e l d s  where they  held a n o t h e r  
meet inn.  A f t e r  ~ h o u t  nn hour  of  speechmaking, they marched 
back t o  t h e i r  towns. T h e i r  presence i n  Me.nchester, however, 
i n i t i a t e d  a  s e r i e s o f  tu rn-ou ts  t h e r e  which would continlie o f f  and 
on u n t i l  l a t e  September. The A u ~ u s t  9 meet ine i n  Ashton no t  
on ly  produced t h e  Manchester march. I t  a l s o  e l e c t e d  e i x  
emissar leu who were t o  t r a v e l  t o  n o r t h ' L a n c n s h i r e  and convince 
workers t h e r e  of t h e  need f o r  u n i t y  i n  t h e  u t r i k e .  \ ~ e  con 
i d e n t i f y  two of  t h e s e  e m i s n e r i e ~ ,  both memhers of  t h e  ~ a t i o n a l  
C h a r t e r  Assoc ia t ion ,  i n  P r e s t o n  on t h e  12th where t h e y  
eddressed workers on t h e  need t o  m ~ k e  t h e  s t r i k e  g e n e r a l .  
S t r i k e s  end turn-outa d i d  occur  i n  Preuton on t h e  I y t h ,  bu t  
t h e r e  i s  no t  any ev idence  t h e t  t h e  de lega teu  from t h e  South 
were d i r e c t l y  involved.  4 1  
I n  any event ,  t h e  Northern S t a r  r e n o r t ~  s t r i k e s  and tn rn-  
o u t s  by t h e  1 2 t h  of  August ~t Rolton,  Heywood, Rochdole, Bury, 
Rurnl,ey, S tockpor t ,  and Todmorden. Bv t h e  1 5 t h ,  they  had ~ p r e a d  
f u r t h e r  i n t o  nacup, Chorley, Wigan, and numerous o t h e r  a rens .n .2  
The s t r i k e  had hy then  become p r e t t y  much g e n e r a l  throughout  
Lancash i re .  I ts mode of  ex tens ion  conformed i n  l a r g e  p a r t  t o  
t h e  p a t t e r n  i n  t h e  Ashton a r e a .  A group of  workers would f i t r i k e ,  
form i n t o  process ion ,  and t r a v e l  about t u r n i n g  out  o t h e r  work,eru. 
Between t h e  IOth and t h e  15 th  of  August, t h e  u t r i k e  a l u o  took on 
a  p o l i t i c a l  c h a r a c t e r .  Meetingfi of  u t r i k e r u  added t o  t h e i r  
demand f o r  " a  f a i r  d a y ' s  waeec" t h e  demand t h a t  t h e  P e o p l e ' s  
C h a r t e r  become t h e  1a.w of  t h e  l a n d .  Votes t o  t h i e  e f f e c t  had 
occurred i n  A ~ h t o n ,  S t a l e y b r i d g e ,  Wigon, Mancheoter, Ilyde, 
S tockpor t ,  Oldham, Rurnley,  Chorleg, and o t h e r  p l a c e s .  The 
waqe s t r i k e  of Aunuet 5 had, hy t h e  15 th ,  hecome a p o l i t i c a l .  
maso s t r i k e .  
Three p o i n t s  ahout t h e  r e l a t i o n  of  t h e  s t r i k e  t o  p r i o r  
developments should be made b e f o r e  we t u r n  t o  a c l o s e r  a n ~ l y u i s  
of i t o  i n t e r n a l  dynamics. The f i r f i t  t h i n g  of  n o t e  i s  i ts  
s i t u a t i o n  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  o v e r a l l  p ~ t t e r n  07 a c t i v i t y  and 
c o n t e n t i o n  i n  1R42 .  May, J u n e ,  and J u l y  were  months d u r i n a  
whlch worke r  c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i v i t v  and c o n t e n t i o n  were  on t h e  
upfiuree b o t h  i n  t e rms  o f  i n s t a n c e u  and s i z e .  F i g u r e  1 p r e s e n t s  
t h e  three-week swings  i n  worke r  a c t i v i t y  ~ n d  c o n t e n t i o n  f o r  
t h e  yea . r .  The Bley-June-July upwerd t r e n d  c o i n c i d e s  w i t h  t h e  
mee t ing  o f  t h e  N a t i o n a l  C h a r t i s t  Convent ion ' i n  London, t h e  
p r e f i e n t a t i o n  o f  t h e  N a t i o n a l  P e t i t i o n  dW?Iflnding t h e  C h a r t e r  t o  
P a r l i a m e n t  (Me8 1 )  and P a r l i a m e n t ' f i  q u i c k  and d e c i s i v e  v o t e  
, . 
a ~ a i n c t  g i v i n g  t h e  P e t i t i o n  c o n s i d e r a t i o n .  I t  was a  p e r i o d  o f  
p o l i t i c a l  moh iL iza t ion  t h a t  cu lmina ted  . i n  t h e  d i r e c t  p r e s e n t a t i o n  
o f  C h a r t i s t  demand8 t o  t h e  q o v e r n i n e  b o d i e s  o f  England and t h e i r  
u n ~ m b i g u o r ~ s  p o l i t i c ~ l  d e r e a t .  The i n c r e ~ s e  o f  C h a r t i s t  con ten -  
t i o n  i n  J u n e  and J u l y  r e p r e s e n t e d  a.n i n t e n s e  m o b i l i z a t i o n  i n  t h e  
Woke o f  p o l i t i c a l  d e f e a t .  If t h e  economic s i t u a t i o n  a c c e n t u a t e d  
c l a s e  d i v i s i o n e  a t  t h e  l e v e l  o f  m a t e r i a l  l i f e ,  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  
d e f e e t  o f  lay must have added s a l t  t o  an a l r e a g y  f e s t e r i n g  wound. 
The June-,July r i s e  i n  c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i v i t y ,  non-Chartist and 
C h e r t i s t  c o n t e n t i o n  c e n t e r e d  on t h i s  d e f e a t .  The collective 
a c t i v i t y  g n t h e r i n a ~  were  dominated by d i ~ c u s n i o n s  o f  t h e  pref ient  
m i s e r i e s  o f  t h e  p e o p l e  end t h o  u n j u s t  sys t em o f  c laf iu  l e g i s l a t i o n .  
The non-Chart . int  c o n t e n t i o n s  were  p r i m a r i l y  m e e t i n ~ s  e x p r e s s i n e  
c o n f i d e n c e  i n  end s u p p o r t  o f  t h e  C l l a r t i f i t  I . ~ a d e r f i h i p  and t h a n k s  
t o  T.S. Duncomhe, M.P. f o r  h i s   upp port o f  t h e  C h a r t e r  i n  t h e  
t \ 
House of Commons. The C h a r t i s t   contention^ c e n t e r e d  on t h e  ( 1 / 1 4  
as lopt ion O F  two neaFuroF; ~ r o p o s e d  by t h e  N a t i o n a l  Conlrention i n  I In V) V) 
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w d t h e  wake o!' d e f e a t .  L a r c e  pu l j l i c  n l ee t ines  s e n t  f o r t h  a  VI 
c .-Ic 0 
Memorial t o  t h e  Q u e m  c a l l i n g  f o r  t h e  d i s m i s s a l  of  t h e  P e e l  
m i n i s t r y  and appointment of  one t h s t  would make t h e  C h a r t e r  
a  cab ine t  measure. The uecond measure WRR a  Remonstrance t o  
t h e  Nouse of  Commonfi, t h e  lanauage o f  which d i r e c t l y  expresses  
t h e  c l a s s  d iv i f i ions  and wound8 of  1842. A f t e r  opening wi th  a  
d i s c u s s i o n  of  how t h e  annual  product ion of  wea l th  is i n c r e a s i n g ,  
whi le  t h e  c o n d i t i o n  of t h e  working c l a s s  i s  worsening, t h e  
Remons t r~nce  goeu on t o  say t h a t  t h i s  i f i  
Rn anomely n o t  t o  he accounted f o r  b u t  i n  t h e  
monopoly of  p o l i t i c a l  Dower, t h e  u n j u s t  usurpa t ion  
of  a u t h o r i t y ,  and t h e  c o n s e ~ u e n t  bad government of 
t h e  n a t i o n ;  
That t h e  g r e a t  mafie o f  t h e  people a r e  denied 
t h e  r i g h t  o f  r e p r e s e n t ~ t i o n  i n  Par l i ament ,  and t h e  
pref ient  flouse o f  Comaons, he ing  e l e c t e d  by R l i m i t e d  
c l a s s ,  l e g i s l a t e s  only f o r  t h e  i n t e r e n t s  of  t h a t  
c l a e s ,  t o  t h e  y 4 t e r  r u i n  of  t h e  e r e a t  m a j o r i t y  of  
t h e  people.  ... 
L a n g u ~ g e  ouch a s  t h i s ,  d u r i n g  a  per iod  of  i n t e n s e  m o b i l i z e t i o n  
and economic miserv, could no t  h e l p  b u t  i n c r e n a e  c l n s o  p o l a r i z a t i o n .  
The second important  development i n  t h e  May t o  J u l y  period 
was t h e  rec ru i tment  of  t r a d e  unionfi aE bodies  i n t o  t h e  Nat iona l  
C h a r t e r  Asfiociation. This  r e l a t i v e l y  new recru i tment  involved 
A s imple and, i n  1842, compell ing fiet of  arguments end a  p r o c e s s  
of l inked  recru i tment .  An example from Manchefiter w i l l  p rov ide  
t h e  necessary  o u t l i n e s .  I n  e a r l y  May, t h e  C h a r t i s t  McDougnll 
addressed t h e  c a r p e n t e r s  end j o i n e r s  of  Manchester on t h e  neces- 
s i t y  o f  p o l i t i c a l  power i f  unions were t o  be  s u c c e s s f u l .  The 
c a r p e n t e r s  end jo inera  then voted t o  e n r o l l  i n  t h e  N ~ t i o n z l  
C h a r t e r  Assoc ia t ion .  The f u n t i o n  c u t t e r u  followed i n  l a t e  May; 
t h e  mechanics, i n  e a r l y  June;  t h e  fimitha, on June 1 5 ;  nnd t h e  
hammermen, i n  J u l y .  I n  t h e  cace of  t h e  f u s t i a n  c u t t e r s  end 
mechanics, d e l e g a t e s  from t h e  c a r p e n t e r s  and jo inern  a d d r e ~ s e d  
t h e i r  meetings i n  suppor t  of jo in ing  t h e  NCA. A t  t h e  meeting6 
o f  t h e  smi ths  ~ n d  hammermen, d e l e g a t e s  from h i t h  t h e   mechanic^ 
and c a r p e n t e r s  and j o i n e r s  advocated t h e  moveP4' The period 
b e f o r e  Auaust, then ,  w f l s  one d u r i n g  which t r a d e  unlons were 
t u r n i n g  t o  t h e  C h a r t e r ;  and, ao one d i d ,  i t  nttempted t o  r e c r u i t  
o t h e r s  t o  do l i k e w i s e .  
The arauments advanced i n  f a v o r  of  jo in ing  t h e  NCA were 
d i r e c t l y  a t tuned  t o  t h e  economic s i t u a t i o n  of  workers i n  1042. 
We have a l r e a d y  noted t h e  p r e s s u r e  employers were p u t t i n g  on 
wages. The Northern S t a r  repor ted  wage r e d u c t i o n s  i n  1842 ~t 
Chorley, Colne, Crompton, S tockpor t ,  Blackburn, Manchester,  
Wigan; and t h i s  l i s t  must on ly  s c r a t c h  t h e  s u r f a c e .  Moreover, 
i t  was wage r e d u c t i o n s  t h a t  s e t  o f f  t h e  Auaust s t r i k e .  The 
argument C h a r t i s t s  msde t o  t r o d e  u n i o n i s t s  nnd t r a d e  u n i o n i s t s  
made t o  each o t h e r  echoed a  May addreas 0 5  Blackhurn'fi  C h n r t j s t f i  
t o  t h e  t r a d e  unions of  t h a t  town. I t  argued t h a t  t r a d e  unions 
were e s t a b l i s h e d  t o  p r o t e c t  t h e  wages m d  c o n d i t i o n s  of  l n b o r  
bu t  t h a t  t h e  p r e s e n t  c o n d i t i o n s  and numerous wage r e d u c t i o n s  
demonfitrated t h e i r  f e i l u r e .  The remedy was t o  join t h e  NCA and 
A 5 
" s t r i k e  a t  t h e  h e a r t  of theproblem--class l e g i s l a t i o n " .  The. 
Manchester mschnnicfi mpde e s s e n t i a l l y  t h e  same argument t o  t h e  
hammermen on J u l y  12, say ing  t h a t  they  
had found t h a t  t h e  t r a d e e '  unionn had not  
accomplished t h a t  f o r  which t h e y  had been formed, 
namely t h e  protect j .on of  t h e  l a b o u r  o f  t h e  working 
3 9 
t h e  most mobilized and p o l i t i c e l l y  con ten t ious  workine c l e s ~  
a r e a s  t o  t h o ~ e  which were l e n e  mobilized end c o n t e n t i o u s .  
The p o l i t i c a l  mass s t r i k e  of  August wan nn e c o l o g i c n l  ~ x e m p l e  
man; and, t h e r e f o r e ,  they  had come t o  t h e  conclusion 
t h a t  no th ing  s h o r t  o f  a p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  t h e  meking 46 
of t h e  laws. .  .would effect ive1.y p r o t e c t  t h e i r  l a h o r .  
The economic c o n j u n c t u r e ' o f  1042 was a  major element l e a d i n g  t o  
t h e  pre-Aup;ust p o l i t i c i z a t i o n  of  t h e  t r a d e  union movement. Not of  t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  f u n c t i o n s  o f  a  c l a s s  "vanrruard". It was, 
only workers hu t  working C ~ R R E  o r g ~ n i z e t i o n s  were h e i n a  mobilized f o r  e  whi le ,  very s u c c e s s f u l ;  b u t ,  eo we f i h a l l  s e e  i n  a moment, 
~ n d  p o l i t i c i z e d  dur ing  t h e  Mag t o  J u l y  per iod .  t h e r e  was an even more orgnnized and powerful opponent. Sever-  
The t h i r d  p o i n t  we have t o  muke  brine^ us  back t o  t h e  t h e l e a s ,  t h e  t h r e e  p o i n t s  vie heve been me kin^ about  t h e  
immediate even ts  of t h e  mass s t r i k e  o f  Auaust, 1842. Fhen one r e l ~ t i o n  of  t h e  August s t r i k e  t o  previoun pol i t ico-economic 
l o o k s  a t  t h e  c e n t e r s  of d i f f u s i o n  f o r  t h e  s t r i k e ;  i . e . ,  t h o s e  developments d o v e t a i l  n i c e l y  with Rosa Luxemburg's obnerva t ion  
tovms where s t r i k e s  o r i g i n a t e d  and from which  workers t h e n  formed t h a t  
i n t o  turn-out  "mobs" and extended i t  i n t o  o t h e r  aretm,  one t h i n e  With t h e  spread ing ,  c l a r i f y i n g  end i n v o l u t i o n  of 
t h e  p o l i t i c e l  s t r u g ~ l e  t h e  economic s t r u e 8 l e  n o t  
merely does n o t  recede,  bu t  ex tends ,  organizeC.end 
becomes involved i n  equa l  measure. Between t h e  two 
t h e r e  i e  t h e  mont complete r e c i p r o c a l  actj.on.47 
i s  apparent :  "hey were towns whose pre-Auaust l e v e l s  o f  worker 
c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i v i t v  and c o n t e n t i o n  were remarkably h i ~ h .  Aehton, 
S ta leybr idge ,  Rochdale, Burnley , Bury, S tockpor t ,  and Oldham had The t ime h ~ s  come t o  t a k e  a  c l o s e r  look a t  t h e  i n t e r n e l  
l e v e l s  of c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i v i t y  and conten t ion  around two t ime8 dynnmics of  t h e  Augunt p o l i t i c e l  meus s t r i k e .  The f o c u ~  w i l l  
g r e e t e r  than t h e  remaining a c t i v e / c o n t e n t i o u s  areafi.  Table 7 be  on them i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  an a c t o r  t h a t  he6 been c o n s p i c i o ~ ~ s l y  
preoents  t h e  evidence f o r  t h i s .  The s t r i k e  expanded out  from absen t  u n t i l  t h i s  point-- the s t a t e .  We w i l l  show how s t a t e  
organized r e p r e s s i o n  d r a m a t i c a l l y  reverned t h e  p a t t e r n  of  
TABLE 7 
s t r i k e  expansion and u l t i m e t e l y  produced t h e  rap id  demobiliza- 
Comparison of Cente rs  of  S t r i k e  Di f fus ion  
And Remaining ~ c t i v e / C o n t , e n t i o u s  Areas 
I n  Terms of  C o l l e c t i v e  A c t i v i t y  and Content ion 
P e r  lCC,CCO 
t i o n  of  Lancash i re  workers .  Before t u r n i n g  t o  t h e  evidence on 
r e p r e s s i o n ,  a few backaround r e m ~ r k s  a r e  necessary .  The 
Auaust s t r i k e  extended from J u l y  26 t o  Auguot 30. E a r l i e r ,  
we noted t h a t  t h e   trike beceme i n c r e a s i n g l y  C h a r t i 8 t  from t h e  
lOth t o  t h e  15 th  of  Auaust.  Ac tua l ly ,  t h e  d e c i s i v e  moment 
C o l l e c t i v e  C h a r t i s t  Non-Chartist 
A c t i v i t y  Content ion Content ion 
Towns of S t r i k e  D i f f u s i o n  66.9 9 .c 8.7 
Other  ~ c t i v e / C o n t e n t i o u s  
Areas 3 C  .3 4  .E( 5  .6 t h e t  t i e d  t h e  s t r i k e  t o  t h e  C h a r t e r  came on Ausust 12. Tho+, 
wnF t h e  d ~ y  when more than two hundred d e l e g a t e s ,  r e p r e s e n t i n g  
twenty-f ive t r a d e s  and more t h a n  twenty l o c a l i t i e s ,  mat i n  
Manchester and voted t o  s t r i k e  f o r  t h e   people!^ ~ h a r t e r . ~ '  
A U ~ U R ~  12  a l s o  marked t h e  end of t h e  llome O f f i c e ' s  non- 
r e p r e s s i v e  s t a n c e  toward t h e  s t r i k e .  With t h e  except ion of 
Mancheater, Lancashire  was a  very poor ly  po l iced  county. I f  
l o c a l  , a u t h o r i t i e s  were t o  d e a l  w i t h  any l a r g e - e c a l e  d i s t u r b a n c e s ,  
they  had t o  r e l y  on t h e  m i l i t a r y .  I t s  domest ic  activities were. 
however, c o n t r o l l e d  by t h e  Home o f f i c e .  On August 13, a t  t h e  
Home S e c r e t a r y ' s  r e q u e s t ,  t h e  Queen isoued R proclamation 
o f f e r i n g  a  I150 reward f o r  t h e  apprehension and convic t ion  of  
t h e  "au thors ,  a b e t t o r s ,  o r  p e r p e t r a t o r s "  of  nny a c t  of turn-out  
v i o l e n c e .  The Home S e c r e t a r y  forwarded i n s t r u c t i o n s  t o  t h e  
m i l i t a r y  covmanders end m k g i s t r ~ t e s  of  Lancash i re  t h n t  t h e y  
should f o r c i h l y  r e s i s t  any f u r t h e r  turn-out  acti 'ons and ' lp ro tec t  
Englishmen i n  t h e  p u r s u i t  of t h e i r  l a w f u l  o c ~ a ~ a t i o n s . " ~ ~  
Consequently, t h e  J u l y  26-Augu~t 3 C  s t r i k e  per iod  d i v i d e s  n i c e l y  
i n t o  two segments. J u l y  26 t o  August 1 2  was a  predominently 
r e p r e s s i o n - f r e e  per iod ,  end Auaust 13 t o  Auaust 30 WRS one of  
a c t i v e  s t a t e  r e p r e s s i o n .  5 0 
Vle have a l r e a d y  d i scussed  t h e  c r i t i c a l  r o l e  turn-out  mobs 
played i n  extending t h e  s t r i k e .  Now, we w i l l  l ook  a t  t h e  
dynsmics of turn-out  a c t i o n s  and r e p r e s s i o n ' s  e f f e c t  on them. 
The turn-out  ~ c t i o n  r e p r e s e n t s  a  v a r i a n t  o f  what E r i c  I!obsbawm 
has  c n l l e d  " c o l l e c t i v e  barga in ing  by ~ ' i o t ' ~ . ~ '  When workers 
l a c k  t h e  o r g n n i z a t i o n a l  resources  o f , l a r g e  unions,  t h e  s t r i k e  
i s  a  very d i f f i c u l t  a c t i o n  t o  pursue.  I t  is even more d i f f i -  
cu1.t i f  a t tempted dur ing  a  period of  h ieh  unemployment. 
August, 1842 was c h a r a c t e r i z e d  bv both c i rcumstances .  The 
turn-out  a c t i o n  r e p r e s e n t s  a  t a c t i c  which i s  wel l  adapted t o  
t h i s  t y p e  of s i t u n t i o n .  I t  involves  a  group of  workers on 
s t r i k e  forming themselves i n t o  a  "mob" and marching from f a c t o r y  
t o  f a c t o r y  t o  s t o p  o t h e r  workers from working. A b a s i c  a s p e c t  
o f  t h e  turn-out  a c t i o n  i s ,  of couree,  t h e  more o r  l e s s  e x p l i c i t  
t h r e a t  of  v i o l e n c e  a g a i n s t  t h o s e  who refufic  t o  join t h e  n t r l k e .  
Of t h e  f o r t y - e i a h t  c a s e s  of turn-out  a c t i o n s  i n  t h e  enurnere.- 
t i o n ,  only f o u r  involved d i r e c t  v i o l e n c e  a g a i n ~ t  o t h e r  workers .  
The n o n s l  p a t t e r n  waa f o r  t h e  turn-out  mob t o  conf ron t  t h e  
owner o r  mannger of  a  m i l l  and demand t h a t  he s t o p  t h e  works 
and turn-out  h i s  employees. The demand would be  accompanied hy 
t h r e a t s  t o  " t e a r  down t h e  m i l l "  o r  t o  g i v e  t h e  owner-mana~er R 
good h e a t i n g .  I f  t h e  workers turned ou t  e i t h e r  on t h e i r  own 
(most common) o r  on t h e i r  bosses '  i n i t i a t i v e ,  t h e r e  was not nny 
v i o l e n c e  o r  p r o p e r t y  damage. R e ~ i s t a n c e  t o  t h e  t u r n - o u t ' s  
demands l e d  t o  t h e  sma.shing of windows, t h e  s t o p p i n g  of  machinery 
by drawing ou t  t h e  b o i l e r  p l u ~ s  (hence,  "Plug P l o t u ) ,  o r  t h e  , 
more o r  l e s s  v i o l e n t  th rus t incr  a s i d e  of  t h e  manaeer m d  f o r c i b l e  
e n t r y  i n t o  t h e  m i l l  t o  d r i v e  t h e  workers o u t .  The a c t i o n  d id  n o t ,  
however, extend t o  t h e  d e ~ t r u c t i o n  of machinery o r  m i l l .  I t  wan 
d i r e c t e d  only a t  i n s u r i n e  t h e  c a s s ~ t i o n  of l n b o r .  
Since " l a h o r  power" was about t h e  only ~ i g n i f i c a n t  reuource 
Lancash i re  workers had a t  t h i s  t ime,  t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of c o n t r o l  
o v e r  it WRE c r u c i a l  f o r  t h e  p u r s u i t  of working clasfi demands. 
Our e a r l i e r  a n a l y s i s  of t h e  s t r i k o ' u  d i f f u o i o n  i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  
t h e  turn-out  a c t i o n  wafi a  menns f o r  "vnngusrd" workers t o  
ach ieve  c o n t r o l  over  t h i s  c o l l e c t i v e  resource  f o r  purposes of  
con ten t ion .  T h e i r  e f f e c t i v e n e o s  u l t i m a t e l y  depended on having 
r e l a t i v e l y  f r e e  access  t o  o t h e r  worker0 and b e i n a  a b l e  t o  
persuade o r  coerce  them o r  t h e i r   employer^ i n t o  compliance w i t h  
t h e i r  demands. This  e f f e c t i v e n e s s  I n  t u r n  r e s t e d  on t h e  absence 
o f  a  c o u n t e r v a i l i n g  f o r c e  capable  of  denying them t h a t  a c c e s s .  
The high unemployment of  1842 meant t h a t  t h e r e  was an enormous 
pool of workers whose m a t e r i a l  s i t u a t i o n  could q u i c k l y  m ~ k e  them 
i n t o  s t r i k e b r e a k e r s .  The workern1 l a c k  o f  " s t r i k e  funds" t h e r e -  
f o r e  dave employera a  decided advantage i n  t h a t  throlngh wages 
they  c o n t r o l l e d  access  t o  t h e  means of suhoia tence .  I t  was 
probably t h i s  f a c t  which d i r e c t e d  t h e  t u r p - o u t ' s  t h r e a t s  and 
v io lence  toward t h e  employers. They were t h e i r  most immediate 
r i v a l u  i n  t h e  s t r u n g l e  f o r  c o n t r o l  over  t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  l a b o r  
povrer of t h e  working c l a s s .  Cont ro l  by t h e  tu rn-ou ts  meant 
commitment of  t h a t  resource  t o  t h e  s t r u g g l e  f o r  p o l i t i c ~ l  
democracy. Cont ro l  by t h e  employers meant t h e  weakeninrr of  t h a t  
s t r u g g l e .  
The change i n  r e p r e a e i v e  po l icy  of  A u w s t  13 provided,  i n  
t h e  shape of  t h e  m i l i t a r y ,  a  countervail in^ f o r c e  capable  of 
p r o h i b i t i n g  turn-out  a c c e s s  t o  o t h e r  workers. U l t i m a t ~ l y ,  it 
re turned  dominant c o n t r o l  over  t h e  c o l l a c t l v e  l a b o r  power o f  t h e  
working c l a s s  t o  t h e  employers while  s imul taneoue ly  m a i n t a i n i n e  
t h e  dominance of p roper ty  i n  t h e  a t a t e .  That i s ,  i t  deatroyed 
a  s e r i o u s  democrat ic  cha l lenge  t o  t h e  e x i s t l n g  l i b e r ~ l  ~ t a t e  and 
i t s  restricted proper ty  f r a n c h i s e .  We can read t h e  record of  
t h i s  i n  t h e  turn-out  a c t i o n s  on which we have evidence.  P i r o t ,  
some d e f i n i t i o n s :  
A tu rn-ou t  a c t i o n  iti a  c o l l e c t i v e  a c t i o n  by one 
srroup of  workers on s t r i k e  t o  at tempt t o  p r o h i b i t  
t h e  working of  a n o t h e r  employed group of  workers. 
A s u c c e s s f u l  turn-out  a c t i o n  occurfi when t h e  prcv i -  
ous ly  employed workers immediately cease  workine on 
a  d i r e c t  r e s u l t  of  t h e  f i r s t  group of  workers '  tu rn-  
ou t  a c t i o n .  A turn-out  f a i l u r e  occurs  when t h e  
employed workers remain ~t work i n  t h e  f a c e  of  t h e  
turn-out  a c t i o n .  
An enforcinp; turn-out  a c t i o n  i s  a  turn-out  a c t i o n  
which occurs  a t  a  workplace t h a t  had e i t h e r  been 
prev ious ly  on s t r i k e  o r  t h e  t a r g e t  of  a  p rev ious  
s u c c e s s f u l  turn-out  a c t i o n  h u t  i s  now hack i n  o g e r a t i o n .  
S t r i k e s  t aken  by worker6 on t h e i r  own i n i t i a t i v e  ond 
wi thout  t h e  immediate presence of  a  tu rn-ou t  moh a r e  
n o t  counted a s  turn-out  a c t i o n u .  
P o l i c e  a c t i o n 0  a r e  def ined  a s  any a c t i v e  i n t e r v e n t i o n  
by t h e  r e p r e s s i v e  agento o f  t h e   tote i n t o  on o n a o i n ~  
turn-out  a c t i o n .  
Table 8  p r e s e n t s  t h e  b a s i c  f i g u r e s  on t h e  number o f  t u r n -  
o u t  a c t i o n s  of  a l l  types  ond t h e  number where t h e r e  were p o l i c e  
a c t i o n s .  The Home 0fff .ce p o l i c y  change of t h e  13th was much 
more than  symbolic. The prooor t ion  of  turn-out  a c t i o n s  with 
a c t i v e  p o l i c e  i n t e r v e n t i o n  W R O  more than  f o u r  t imes g r e e t e r  i n  
t h e  fiecond, r e p r e s s i v e  per iod .  Obviously, t h e  c o n f i ~ u r e t i o n  
of  f o r c e s  a t  turn-out  ac t ionf i  wafi q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t  depending on 
TABLE 8  
P o l i c e  A c t i o n s  and Turn-Out A c t i o n s  Success  and F a i l u r e  o f  Turn-out8 
With and Without  P o l i c e  Ac t ion  
Number o f  $1 o f  Turn-Out 
Number o f  Turn-Out A c t i o n s  A c t i o n s  w i t h  
P e r i o d  Turn-Out A c t i o n s  With  P o l i c e  Ac t ion  P o l i c e  A c t i o n s  
7/76-8/12 26 4  1 5  
R / I  ~ - P / ? c  2 2 14 6 4  
7/a6-8/30 48 1 8  3  8 
Turn-Outn Without  Turn-Outs With 
P o l i c e  Ac t ion  P o l i c e  Ac t ion  
P e r i o d  Success  F a i l u r e  Success  F a i l u r e  - --
Turn-Out A c t i o n s  
E n f o r c i n g  Turn-Out 
A c t i o n s  
A l l  Turn-Outs 
whe the r  t h e y  occur red  between J u l y  26 end August 1 2  o r  between 
Aueuat 13 ~ n d  3C. The problem is  t o  d i ~ c e r n  what ,  i f  any,  
e f f e c t  t h i s  changed c o n f i g u r a t i o n  o f  f o r c e s  had on t h e  s u c c e s s  
r a t e  o f  t u rn -ou t  a c t i o n s .  
We have s u f f i c i e n t  i n f o r m a t i o n  on t h i r t y - e i g h t  t u r n - o u t  
e c t i o n s  t o  d e t e r m i n e  whe the r  t h e y  were  s u c c e s s e s  o r  f e l l u r e s .  
T a b l e  9 p r e s e n t s  t h i s  i n f o r m a t i o n  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  p o l i c e  a c t i o n  
o r  r e p r e s s i o n .  The e v i d e n c e  i s  ttnamhiguous. F u l l y  @8$ o f  t h e  
t u r n - o u t  f a i l u r e s  can be  a t t r i b u t e d  t o  p o l i c e  a c t i o n .  Through- 
o u t  t h e  e n t i r e  s t r i k e ,  t h e r e  were  o n l y  two s u c c n s s f u l  t u r n - o u t  
a c t i o n s  where t h e r e  was a l s o  p o l i c e  a c t i o n .  I n  f a c t ,  t h e  two 
c a s e s  o f  f a i l u r e  w i t h o u t  p o l i c e  a c t i o n  were  t h e  r e s u l t  o f  
Turn-Out A c t i o n s  
E n f o r c i n g  Turn-Out 
A c t i o n s  
A l l  Turn-Outs 
Turn-Out A c t i o n s  
E n f o r c i n g  Turn-Out 
Act i0nS 
A l l  Turn-Outs 
t o  deny t u r n - o u t  workero  a c c e s s  t o  nnd c o n t r o l  o v e r  t h e  collective 
l a b o r  power o f  t h e i r  c l a s s .  
The d i s t i n c t i o n  between t u r n - o u t  e c t i o n s  end e n f o r c i n g  t u r n -  
o u t  a c t i o n s  p e r m i t s  a b e t t e r  p e r n p e c t i v e  on t h e  r o l e  r c p r e s ~ i o n  
p l a y e d . .  Succef is ful  t u r n - o u t  ~ c t i o n s  r e p r e s e n t e d  inc rea f i e s  i n  t h e  
m o b i l i z a t i o n  o f  working c l a f i s  r e s o u r c e s  f o r  c o l l e c t i v e  c o n t e n t i o n .  
E n f o r c i n g  t u r n - o u t  a c t i o n s ,  on t h e  o t h e r  hand, were  a t t e m p t s  t o  
m a n u f a c t u r e r s  d e p l o y i n a  t h e i r  own armed g u a r d s .  The , s i g n i f i c a n c e  
o f  t h e  changed r e p r e s s i v e  p o l i c y  adop ted  by t h e  Ilome O f f i c e  j.8 
a p p a r e n t  i n  t h e  d r o p  i n  t h e  t u r n - o u t  s u c c e s s  r a t e  from 752  i n  
t h e  J u l y  26-Auaust 12 p e r i o d  t o  3Yb i n  t h e  second ,  r e p r e s s i v e  
p e r i o d .  C l e a r l y ,  t h e  r e p r e s s i v e  f o r c e s  o f  t h e  s t o t e  o p e r n t e d  
main ta in  an ~ l r e ~ d y  obtained,  l e v e l  of . reeource mobi l iza t ion  i n  
t h e  f a c e  of a c t u a l  d e c l i n e s .  The e f f e c t s  of  t h e  changed repres -  
s i v e  p o l i c y  can now he seen  i n  a  somewhat d i f f e r e n t  l i g h t .  The 
r e l e t i v e l y  r e p r e s s i o n - f r e e  period was one i n  which Lancash i re  
workers ochieved impressive ~ a i n s  i n  regource mohi1 . iz~ t ion  f o r  
t h e  p u r s u i t  of  t h e i r  economic and p o l i t i c a l  demands. There were 
only two e n f o r c i n ~  a c t i o n s  d u r i n e  t h a t  per iod ,  and they  were 
s u c c e s ~ f u l .  I n  s h o r t ,  t h e  non-repressive J u l y  26-Auaust 12 per iod  
mirrored t h e  e n t i r e  May t o  J u l y  expansion of  resource  m o b i l i z ~ t i o n  
and conten t ion  with l i t t l e  evidence of  d e c l i n e .  
The t h i r t e e n  turn-out  a c t i o n s  which occurred i n  t h e  second, 
r e p r e s s i v e  period a l l  happened hetwean August 17 and 18. T h e i r  
success  r a t e  was 46% compared t o  725 i n  t h e  former per iod .  
C l e e r l y ,  mobi l i za t ion  was becoming a  much more d i f f i c u l t  and 
c o ~ t l y  endeavor. I n  f a c t ,  a f t e r  A u ~ u s t  18 t h e  workers were no 
l o n g e r  i n c r e a s i n ~  t h e i r  l e v e l  of  resource  mobi l iza t ion  a t  a l l .  
I n s t e a d ,  they were a t t empt ing  t o  main ta in  p rev ious ly  achieved 
mohi l iza t ion  l e v e l s .  An a t tempt  which r e p r e s s i o n  made i n t o  0 
f a i l u r e .  A f t e r  August 18,  e n f o r c i n g  tu rn-ou ts  dominated t h e  
scene; and p o l i c e  a c t i o n s  insured  t h a t  RQ:J of t h e s e  e f f o r t 8  t o  
m a i n t ~ i n  mobilization f a i l e d .  The l e s s o n  had been d r i v e n  home 
by t h e  2Cth when speakers  a t  a s t r i k e  meet ine i n  Middleton 
warned t h e  workers no t  t o  i n t e r f e r e  with t h o s e  r e t u r n i n g  t o  work, 
beceufie " t h e  a u t h o r i t i e s  waild come down on them"." The i s s u e  
was f i n a l l y  sea led  when t h e  Trade Delega tes  meetinn t h a t  had 
dec la red  t h e  s t r i k e  f o r  t h e  C h a r t e r  on August 12 i s sued  i t s  
f i n a l  address  on A u ~ u s t  27,  nnnouncinn an end t o  t h e  s t r i k e  
s a y i n g  t h e y  must w a i t , u n t i l  they  h ~ d  developed s u f f i c i e n t  orgeni-  
z a t i o n  ~ n d   resource^.^^ That is,  ~ f t e r  August 10 r e p r e s s i o n  was 
r ~ p i d l y  demobi l iz ing  t h e  Lancnfihire work in^ c l a s s .  
Ilow r a p i d l y  can be seen by n  e l e n c e  back a t  F igure  1  ( p .  3 5 ) .  
Both c o l l e c t i v e  ~ c t i v i t y  ~ n d  e n p e c i a l l y  con ten t ion  dipped t o  
t h e i r  lowest  y e a r l y  l e v e l .  Th is  f a c t  Roes a l o n e  way toward 
j u s t i f y i n g  t h e  emphasis we have been p l a c i n g  on p o l i t i c a l  l e n d e r -  
fihip, o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  and a g i t a t i o n  8s c r i t i c 8 1  t o  mobl l izn t ion  end 
c o n t e n t i o n .  S t a r t i n g  on A u ~ u s t  17, r e p r e s s i o n  was n o t  only 
d i r e c t e d  a e a i n s t  tu rn-ou ts  b u t  was a l s o  r e f l e c t e d  i n  t h e  I n m e -  
s c a l e  ~ r r e s t  of  t r a d e  union end C h a r t i s t  l e a d e r s .  Thefie a r r e s t s  
would cont inue  i n t o  October  wi th  t r i a l s  a t  S a l f o r d ,  L iverpool ,  and 
Yorlc, i n v o l v i n g  more than t h r e e  hundred defendants .  The c o r e  
' c h a r t i s t  l e a d e r s h i p  was bound over  f o r  t r i a l  e t  Lancash i re  i n  
t h e  f o l l o w i n e  s p r i n g .  When one comperes t h e  l i s t  of defendants  
wi th  t h e  l i s t  of  people who had taken  l e a d i n g  r o l e s , i n  tho  c o 1 l . e ~ -  
t i v e  e a t h e r i n g s  of  t h e  y e a r ,  i t  i s  cl.ear t h a t  t h e  a r r e s t o  had 
emascnleted L a n c a s h i r e ' s  workine c l ~ s s  l e a d e r s h i p .  A ~ i t a t f o n  and 
mobi l iza t ion  had, i n  f a c t ,  ceafied t o  be t h e  pr imary concern of  
t h e  Nat iona l  C h a r t e r  A s s o c i ~ t i o n .  On September 24 ,  i t s  Execut ive 
.Counc i l  def ined  t h e  o r a a n i z a t i o n ' s  pr imary t a s k  ~ f i  t h e  r n i s i n e  of  
defense  funds f o r  t h e  a r r e s t e d . 5 4  The p o l i t i c ~ l  forcefi  of  
r e p r e s s i o n  hnd overwhelmed t h e  p o l i t i c a l  .forces of  mobi l i zn t ion  
and had, t h e r e f o r e ,  l a r g e l y  des t royed  t h e  b a s i s  of  workinr! c l a s s  
a c t i v i t y  nnd c o n t e n t i o n .  The c l e a r i n g  of  C h a r t i s t f i  from t h e  
p o l i t i c a l  l a n d s c a p e  i s  ~ r a p h i c a l l y ,  i f  somewhat d i r r c o n c e r t ~ d l . y ,  
a p p a r e n t  i n  t h e  Oc tobe r  27 r e v e r s a l  of: t h e  Anti-Corn Law 
L e a g u e t o  po f i i t i on  on p u b l i c  a g i t a t i o n .  A t  a  Manches te r  meet in^ 
t h a t  day t h e  League d e c i d e d ,  c o n t r a r y  t o  i t s  March 2 2  p o s i t i o n ,  
t h a t  p u b l i c  ~ g i t a t i o n  shou ld  h e   politic^ o h v i o u s ~ g  
i n v o l v e u  s e i z i n g  o n e ' s  o p p o r t u n i t i e s .  
A few f i n a l  remarks  a b o u t  t h e  s t r i k e  o f  1842 a r e  ~ p p o s i t e  
s i n c e  t h e y  r e t u r n  u s  t o  t h e  f a c t o r v  worke r  i s s u e .  A compar ison 
o f  t h e  s t r i k e  o f  1R42 w i t h  Luddifim (1811-12) and t h e  L a n c a s h i r e  
hnndloom-weaversf " s t r i k e "  o f  1826 i s  e n l i g h t ~ n i n g . ~ ~  Wi thou t  
g o i n g  i n t o  d e t a i l ,  we mny n o t e  some o f  t h ~  s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e s  
between t h e s e  c a s e s  of l a r g e - s c a l e  working c l a s s  ~ c t i o n .  The 
f i r s t  p o i n t  conce rns  t h e  b r e a d t h  o f  a c t i o n .  I n  1011-12 snd 1R76, 
worke r s  s e l e c t i v e l y  d i r e c t e d  t h e i r  a t t a c k s  a g a i n s t  low q u a l i t y ,  
low pag ing  a n d / o r  r e c e n t l y  mechanized f i r m s .  T h s t  i s ,  t h e y  
a t t c m p t e d  e i t h e r  t o  b r i n a  s p e c i f i c  employers  i n t o  l i n e  on t h e  
q u e s t i o n s  o f  waces and p r o d u c t  q u a l i t y  o r  t o  e l i m i n a t e  new produc- 
t i v e  machinery .  E i g h t e e n  f o r t y - t w o  had none  o f  t h i s  s e l e c t i v i t y .  
The worke r s  a t t empted  t o  t u r n - o u t  a l l  m i l l s  i r r r g ~ r d l e s s  o f  wage 
d i f f e r e n t i ~ l s  o r  l e v e l s  of mechpn iza t ion .  The worke r s  i n  1P42 
were  a t t e m p t i n g  t o  monopol ize  t h e  c o n t r o l  o f  l a b o r  power th rough-  
o u t  t h e  l a b o r  marke t .  I n  t h i ~  s e n s e ,  t h e  s t r i k e  o f  lP47  
f i t  i n t o  an  o v e r a l l  r e a l i z a t i o n  o f  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  c n p i t a l i a m  wa- 
p u t  f o r t h  i n  a  N o r t h e r n  S t a r  e d i t o r i a l :  
Our o p i n i o n  i s ' t h a t  s t r i k e s  have  Blweys heen i n j u r i o u u  
t o  t h e  vrorkmen, and t h e s ' a l w a y s  w i l l  be s o ,  u n t i l  t h e  . 
p e o p l e  have one of two t h i n g s - - t h e  power o f  l e e i s l ~ t i o h , ~ ~  
o r  a  conf i rmed UNIVERSALITY o f  a c t i o n  and o r g a n i z n t i o n .  
A second b a s i c  d i f f e r e n c e  between t h e s e  S t r i k e r :  wag t h e  
p u r p o s e s  f o r  which workeru  employed f o r c e .  I n  1811-17 nnd 1876,  
t h e  worke r s  destroyed new machinery  i n  nn a t t e m p t  t o  heLt  itfi 
f u r t h e r  i n t r o d u c t i o n .  I n  1842,  t h e  moat t h e y  d i d  i n  r e l n t i o n  t o  
machinerv  was t o  p u l l  o u t  b o i l e r  pl11ns s o  A S  t o  e n f o r c e  t h e  
s o l i d a r i t y  o f  t h e  s t r i k e .  Once a g a i n ,  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  f o c u s e a  on 
t h e  1042 t u r n - o u t s '  g o a l  o f  e n f o r c i n g  a c l a s s  s o l j d a r i t y  i n  com- 
p a r i s o n  w i t h  e a r l i e r  a t t e m p t s  t o  t h w a r t  o r  pursrre s p e c i f i c  
deve lopmen t s  and g r i e v a n c e s .  Moreover, t h e  f a c t  t h e t  t h e  two 
e a r l i e r  a c t i o n s  were  by ou tworke r s  and wesvere  shorrld l e n d  con- 
s i d e r a b l e  w e i ~ h t  t o  o u r  c o n t e n t i o n  t h a t  f a c t o r y  p r o l e t a r i a n r :  
were  t h e  c r i t i c a l  group i n  1842.  Behind t h e  s h i f t i n s  m o d a l i t i e s  
o f  a c t i o n  was t h e  s t r u c t u r a l  s h i f t  t o  i n d u c t r i a l  c a p i t n l i c m  ~ n d  
t h e  confieouent change i n  t h e  s o c i a l  b a s e  o f  worke r  c o n t e n t i o n .  
Taken i n  c o n j u n c t i o n  w i t h  t h e  n t t e m p t s  t o  ~ r n i v e r s u l i z e  t h e  strike, 
t h e  absence  o f  mechine d e s t r u c t i o n  i n  IR42 i n d j c a t e a  t h e  i n v o l v e -  
ment of worke r s  who were  v e r v  much a  p a r t  o f  i n d u s t r i a l  c ~ p i t r l i a t  
s o c i e t y .  
r e f l e c t e d  t h e  u n i v e r s a l i z a t i o n  o f  l n b o r  a F  a commodity t h e  
One f i n a l  compnrison i s  n l s o  wor th  n o t i n e .  The "economic" , 
workern '  r e c o g n i t i o n  of t h i s  t h rough  t h e i r  n t t e m p t  t o  monopol ize  
a c t i o n s  o f  1811-12 end 1e26 o f t e n  i m p e r c e p t i b l y  b l ended  i n t o  
i t s  c o n t r o l  i n  t h e  marke t .  The w o r k e r s '  r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  t h e  
use l . eesness  o f  f o c u s i n g  on s p e c i f i c  employers  and t h e  way it 
food r i o t s .  I n  1842,on t h e  o t h e r  hand, t h e r e  were  o n l y  t h r e e  
o r  f o u r  i n s t n n c e s  o f  a t t ~ c k s  on food r e t a i 1 e r s : a n d  none o f  t h e s e  
involved t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  a c t i o n  of  f i x i n g  a  " j u s t  p r i c e u .  
This  i s  important  because it i n d i c a t e s  t h e  movem~nt away from 
c o n f l i c t s  between consumers and producers  i n  t h e  commodity market 
t o  c o n f l i c t s  between l a b o r  and c a p i t a l  i n  t h e  l a b o r  market .  A 
t r ans format ion  i n  t h e  a r e n a s  o f  c o n f l i c t  t h a t  MAX Weber i d e n t i f i e d  
a s  fo l lowing  from t h e  development of  i n d u s t r i a l  c a p i t a l i s m  .58 
This  s h i f t  wan one of  t h e  major  s t r u c t u r a l  reasons  f o r  t h e  r e l a -  
t i v e  f a i l u r e  of t h e  Anti-Corn Law Learrue t o  g a i n  s i r r n i f i c a n t  
worker suppor t .  E s s e n t i e l l y ,  they  were a t t e m p t i n g  t o  form a  
middle class-working c l a s s  c o a l i t i o n  on t h e  b a s h  of  t h e i r  m u t u ~ l  
i n t e r e s t s  a s  consuqers vis-e-vis  food producers .  James Leach 
summed up t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  b l i n d n e s s  of  t h i s  p o s i t i o n  a t  a  Novemher 11 
meet ine when he s a i d  t h a t  "cheaper  food i s n ' t  t h e  i s s u e  bu t  r ~ t h e r  
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b e t t e r  wages a r e  t h e  r e a l  ques t ion" .  I n  t h o  l a b o r  market,  t h e  
Anti-Corn Law League d id  no t  have much o f  a  chance i n  1842. A l l  
of t h i s  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t  Lord Abineer, who pres ided  a t  t h e  L i t e r p o o l  
t r i a l  of  some tu rn-ou ts  and C h a r t i s t s ,  was p r e t t y  a c c u r a t e  when 
he s a i d  
They might f e e l  some compassion f o r  workmen, who on 
t h e  i n v e n t i o n  of  new machinery, endeavored t o  t o k e  
vengence on whet they  supposed t o  be t h e  cnuee of  t h e  
l o s e  of  labour. . .but  t h a t  workmen should c o n s p i r e  
t o g e t h e r ,  march through t h e  country,  a d euepend a l l  
l abour ,  was n  t h i n g  a l t o g e t h e r  new.. . 
\Yhat was new was t h e  emergence of  t h e  i n d u s t r i a l  p r o l e t a r i a t  a s  
t h e  backbone of  workine c l a s s  con ten t ion  f o r  p o l i t i c a l  democracy. 
E.P. Thompson i s  r i g h t . i n  a r e u i n e  t h a t  Chartism wns t h e  express ion  
o f  R working c l n s s  "...no l o n g e r  i n  t h e  mnking hu t  a l r e a d y  made."61 
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and C h a r t i s t  con ten t ion  = 5.5. The way Chippina and R a d c l i f f e  
d i s t o r t e d  t h e  c o r r e l e t i o n s  we w i l l  d i s c u s s  i n  t h e  nex t  few 
peqes . cnn be seen  i n  t h e  mat r ix  immediately helow ( t h e  
f i g u r e s  i n  paren theses  e r e  t h e  c o e f f i c i e n t s  which were obtained 
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Text.l.le Workers 
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I n  l i u h t  of t h e i r  smal l  number of even ts  end t h e i r  l a r g e  impact 
on t h e  over811 p a t t e r n  of  r e l a t i o n s h i p s ,  t h e i r  exc lus ion  
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Source i s  t h e  same a s  i n  n. 13, above. 
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r e c i p r o c a l  causa t ion  was, a s  our  ~ ~ S C U B R ~ O ~  w i l l  l n d i c n t c ,  0 
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con ten t ion .  
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